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thofe drowned ;) but the number of wounded and prifoners is 
not proportionably g reat, the former being only three, the 
latter five. 

The cataftrophe, as the reader will perceive, is very fra- 
gical, more fo, indeed, than that of any performance that we 
have read fince our perufal of the melancholy Hiffory of Tom 
Thumb, when the father, lover, miftrefs, and friends: Hun- 
CAMUNCA, KING ArTHUR, Doodle Foodle, and Tom 
‘THUMB HIMSELF, are all fubdued by relentlefs death. 

Amidit her tragedy the author does not forget her politics, 
A very worthiefs Peer (Lord Arcot) is introduced as a fpe- 
cimen of the peerage in general ; as the very worthlefs cler- 
gyman, Somerton, is reprefented as a fample of the Clergy. 
‘Though we cannot coincide in the reafoning, that becaufe 
there are wicked Lords, or Clergymen, the majority of thofe 
orders are bad, yet we think it not unnatural for the author 
to have concluded them fo,.as, perhaps, thofe Peers, or 
Churchmen, whom /be might have an opportunity of inti- 
mately knowing, were not the beft and moft exemplary of 
mankind, 

As novel reading i. fo very general, we wifh that fpecies 
of writing were much more fre quently undertaken by perfons 
DISPOSED and ABLE to render it the vehicle of fenfe, know- 
ledge, and juft principles of politics and morality. 
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A RT. IX. fat ay piphany. A Seatonian Prize Po. tle } 
Bolland, M. of Tr inity Colle oe, C: ambridge. De 
Cambric ge ; ba ins gton S and H: atch: va, Lond on. 7 799- 


HIS is one of thofe rare effufions of the modern mufe, in which 
the power of poetry 1s faccefsfally employed in the fervice of 
seligion. ‘The compofition is rich, animated, and nervous, and 
appears highly deferving of the academic honours and diftinGtion te 
which the public is indebted for its perufal. The fentiments and the 
language reflect equal credit on the at uthor, and we could, with plea- 
fure, prefent our readers with various and very favourable fpecimens 
of both, but we think it would be a-fpecies of injuftice to Mr. 
Bolland to make many or large extra¢ts from a work which extends 
10 fo few pages. We fhall, therefore, content ourfelves with - 
feleftion of a fingle paflage, perfuaded that it will induce thofe 
have immediate recourfe to the original, who prefer the claffic oN Hy 
the dignified devotion, and the chatte fublimity, of Milton, to the 
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meretricious ornaments, quaint perfonifications, and wanton puerili- 
ties of Darwin. 

We have made choice of the following lines, not becaufe aKY, are 
fuperior to many: others in the poem, but becaufe the author has 
10; genioully contrived to introduce in them a merited compli nent to 
our gallant countrymen, to which we are proud to give this additional 
currency :— 


‘© *'Tis not the tinfell’d robe of gay parade, 
Nor the loud plaudits of a thoufand tongues ; 
*’Tis not to fhine in Courts, or to command 
The attentive ears of liftening Senators ; 
*Tis not - laurel in the tented field, 
-luckt amid wounds and death, nor that renown, 
Tri eine ‘nt tho’ its value, which awaits 
Thofe g allant ch , to thy maternal arms, 
Britannia, juftly dear, who o’er the waves, 
With dauntlefs courage, have to victory led 
Thy floating bulw arks, and to hoftile fhores 
Thundering defiance, whifpered peace to thine ; 
Tis not thefe mark’d diftinctions can alone 
Ennoble man and fit him for the fkies ; 
No, ‘tis that inward worth, which paffing fhew 
Direét to good ; that modeft purity, 

iat breathes its hallow’d influence o’er the heart, 
Aal wakes it to devotion; that, amid 
The fcoffs and cenfures of an idle world 
Strengthens the juft refolve, which bids us e’en 
(If heav’n demands fo large a facrifice) 
Our fortune, friends, and country, to forego, 
And, like the fages, whom the mufe has fung, 
Brave every danger i in the caufe of God.’’ 


Newt 


There are two or three typographical errors, but they are fcarcely 
worth noticing. 





POLITICS. 





Art. IX. The Speech of Lord Minto, in the Houfe of Peers, 
April 11, 1799, on a Motion for an Addre/s to His Majefty, to 
communicate the Refolutions of the two Houfes of Parliament, 
refpe&ing an Union between Great Britain and Ireland. 8v0. 
Pp. 153- Price ~s. 6d. Stockdale, London. 1799. 


HIS is a printed fpeech of Lord Minto, made April 11, 17995 
upon the queftion of the Union with Ireland, where that im. 
portant meafure is treated in a manner fuitable to his Lordthip’s 
known 
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known abilities, and conformably to the fentiments of the governs 
ment, which are ours z alfo, upon that fubject. With all our appro. 
bation of this difcourfe, in general, we muft declare that, in the 
three or four concluding pages, there is a want of precifion, both in 
thought and language, that ought to be noticed, 


In rp. 15 his Lordfhip has this fentence :— 


*¢ ¥ cannot think thofe men profitable fervants to their country, nor do I think 
their country difpofed to regard them as friends, who would weaken, in the 
breafts of Englifhmen, the native and rooted love of our boaited government 
and laws, and direé&t the /ettled allegiance of the happieft people upon earth 
from the eftablifhed Sovereignty of Parliament, in which, however, is infeparably 
bound up the whole of the fecurity, profperity, and freedom, prefent and to 
come, of the Britifh nation,” 


Surely his Lordfhip, who is a lawyer, will not, upon confidera- 
tion, think that allegiance is due to the Parliament, in any fenfe in 
which Parliament can be ufed. Allegiance is due, not to the Parlia- 
mient, but to the Sovereign on the throne, who is the object of the 
oath of allegiance taken by all Members of Parliament, upon their 
coming to fit there in what fenfe, then, can allegiance be due to 
the Parliament of which they are members? And in what fenfe is 
the Parliament Soverezg7, when the members of it {wear allegiance 
to the King, as thezr Sovereign? This is al] mifconception, to fay 
no worfe of it ; but it may lead to worfe; for, a little lower down, 
his Lordthip has thefe words :— 


“The deareft birth-right of Englifamen, which confifts, according to me, 
in the right to be governed by their Parliaments, and by no other human 
means.” 


Now, we had always thought, that government was an attive 
principle; and that Parliament, being a deliberative affembly, was 
not looked up to, as the government of the country, but that the 
term executive had been invented, to fignify thofe powers of action, 
which were repofed in the hands of the King’s Minifters, and w hich, 
in the underftanding of all men, conftitute the government. Hence, 
** according to us,” (to ufe his Lordfhip’s French phrafe,) it is the 
birth-right of Englifhmen not to be governed by Parliament, but 
by ‘*fome other human means,’’ 
the ftate. 

Thefe errors of his Lordfhip are not merely in language, but in 
principle, and they are fundamental. He might have expreffed him- 
felf otherwile, and attained the full effect he propofed by his argy- 
ment, He is contending for the competency of Parliament, to con- 
fider and determine on the Union; no doubt the two Houfes are 
competent to propound fuch a meafure to the King, and the King is 
competent to pafs any fuch bill into a law; and all his Lordthip 
wanted was, to maintain fuch deliberative power in the one, and 
Sovereign power in the other, without any transfer or participation 
ef allegiance, as feems to be made in the firft of the fentences quoted. 


‘The true notion of our conftitution is, that the Sovereign power of. 
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the ftate refides in the King ; this he exercifes fometimes in Parlia- 
ment, as in the making of laws, by and with the advice and con- 
fent of the Lords and Commons ; more ordinarily out of Parliament, 
in carrying on the various concerns of the whole government, with 
the advice of his Minifters and other officers. Any notion of allegi- 
ance, or foverecignty, or government, not conformable with this 
fundamental principle, we venture to pronounce falfe and unconftitu- 
tional ; and fo we think the two paflages quoted from his Lordfhip’s 
fpeech, 

It is perceivable, from what his Lordfhip fays in Pp. 153, that 
he values himfelf upon being an Old Whig ; and he pafles a proper 
cenfure upon the counterfeit Whigs of the prefent time, as well as 
the fpurious philofophy and fophiftical principles, fo fatal to liberty. 
We agree with him entirely in this preference, and are glad to fee 
Whiggifm, or any thing elfe, fubfcribe to maintaining our happy 
eftablifhment. But we cannot help faying, that if Whiggifm gives 
countenance to fuch mittakes as his Lordfhip has been thewn to 
make, there is a want of correétnefs among that party which is very 
much to be lamented; and we fhall, more than ever, recommend 
perfons not to look either to Whigs nor Tories for found principles, 
but to that which neither Whigs or Tories feem much to ftudy ; 
namely, ‘* the conftitution as eftablifhed by law,’’ and as it is to be 
found in public records, and in daily practice. We fhould not, then, 
fee fuch errors committed, both in {peaking and writing, by perfons 
of rank and confideration. We fhall never fuffer errors of this grofs 
and unconftitutional chara¢ter to pafs without condemnation. 


Art. X. Subftance of the Speech of Lord Auckland, in the Houfe 
of Peers, April 11, 1799, on the propofed Addrefs to His Ma- 
jefty, refpecting the Refolutions adopted by the two Houfes of 
Parliament, as the Bafis of an Union betaveen Great Britain 


and Ireland. 8vo. Pp.7o. Price rs, Wright, London, 


THE mode which has lately prevailed of printing Parliamentary 
Orations, replete with political and commercial information, is highly 
favourable to the propagation of ufeful knowledge on the one hand, 
and to the correction of mifreprefentations on the other. The 
{fpeech before us contains a moft able difguifition of a moft interefting 
fubject, neither weakened by declamatory rant, nor difguifed by 
affected pompofity of diction. It is highly interefting to all who 
with to acquire a correct idea of the Irifh trade, and of the nature 
of the commercial conne¢tion between the two countries. All the 
facts which his Lordfhip adduces, and all the calculations into which 
he enters, clearly demonjtrate the neceflity of an Union, and the im- 
menfe advantages which Ireland muft derive from fuch a conne¢tion. 


4iRT. 
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nat XI. The Wran olin ry Phil ofophers $3 or, Vi lwey’s Anfower to 
Jottor Prieftley, on his Pam ble t, entitled ** Obfervations ox 
4 e a re afe of Infid: lity, ” [S2, With Notes by the Editor 


8vo. Pp. 16. Price 6d. Chapple, London. 1799. 


THIS is a republication of the letter which appeared in our for. 
mer numbers, with the addition of fome notes by the editor, 
principally relating to the ufe, or rather mi/u/e, which Mr. Volney 
has made of Mr. Locke’s principles. One of thefe we fhall extr rack 

‘he author having ftated his conitant difbelief of every thing he 
does not compre ehend t have originated i in the adoption of the { fenti- 
ments advanced by Locke, in his difcuflion of the Affociation of 
Ideas, the editor obferves :— 


“¢ Much perverfion of intelleé&t, we knew, had been occafioned by an hafty 
and inconfiderate adoption of the crude and undigefted political tenets of Lecke 
whoie promulgated fentiments on civil government refulted more from a wif 
to crufh an adverfary, than froma defire to eiiablifh truth; but we were not 
aware that his religious principles could be fo open to mifconception, as to be 
thus poblicly urged as the ground of infidelity. We were fi fed to thinl 
that Mr. Volney had not read Locke’s Efflay on the Human Underftanding; but 


admitting him to have read it, itis clear, that he did net und ndit. In the 
chapter on the Affociation of Ideas, there is nothing whic! 1 lead anv fober 


mind to make human comprehenfion the ftandard of human betief in {piritua] 
affairs. But there is much to fhew the facility with v ‘+h human reafon may, 
by early imprefiions, by the force of education, by long cuft variety of 
fortuitous circumftances, in fhort, be perverted, and rendered wholly inadequate 
to the purpofes for which it was deftined by | ; 

“ te the chapter ‘ Of Reafon,’ Locke exprefsly points out c in which rea- 


fon, that infallible ftandard of infidels, * fai/s us,’ and among | he mentions 
anfinity, and the operation of God, v hich are certainly above human comprehen- 


fion, and yet fubje¢éts of human belief—that is, to minds i ‘ted with the 
phil ofophifm of in fidelity y. But this rejection of all that e ls the compre- 
henfion of men is, vas before obferved, founded in - : it refults from a 
miftaken notion, nurtured by pride, that the hur } Ll is the ftandard of 
perfection ; and hence, inftea kin; 
itfelf toa contemplation of the Divine Nature, it arr ntly teeks to reduce om- 
nipotence to a level with its own circumfcribed faculties.” p.1i. 


Mr. Volney reprobates adherence to a firft received opinion, as 

productiv e of fanaticifm and falfehood, and fcepticifm as tavourable 
; ef he — ae Tt: cr 4 - 

to the caufe of truth, which pofition draws forth the follow ing Tee 


mark from the editor _—— 


«* Humility is affuredly well fuited to the weaknefs of the human mind; but 
Mr. Voiney feems to confound humility with fcepticifm, which is, moft com- 
monly, the offspring of arrogance. It is a curious fpecimen of infidel-logic to 
infer that a man whv adheres to a firft received opinion muft, of nec efiity, fall 
into error or falfehood. It has been the conft ant aim of the modern philofo 
phers of Franceto deftroy all fettled notions of religion and politics ; to unhinge, 
as it were, the minds of men, and to keep them in a perpetual ftate of reftlefinels 
and doubt. By the pacces fs of their fchemes, in their own country, they firft 
converted a nation of Chriftians into a nation of {ceptics, and a nation of focial 
beings into a nation of lic entious democrats; what has enfued? the {ceptics 
have become atheifts ; and the democrats political fanatics. ‘ A Spirit of Doubt ‘y 
we make the affertion at the riik of incurring the high difpleafure of Mr 
Yolney— 
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Confiderations upon Frauds on the Revenue. 47 
Volney—is neither calculated to make men good fubje€ts nor good Chriftians ; 
while ‘a {pirit of confidence’ in the divine truths of Revelation will at once 
sender them ufeful members of fociety, and qualify them for a better life.” 


Art. XXXI. Confiderations upon Frauds on the Revenue. Ad- 
dreffed to the ferwous good Senfe of the People of Great Britain. 
8vo, Pp. 40. Price 1s. Hatchard, London. 1799. 


T HE conc luct of for ne leading me mbers | of eet a relative to 


ing the revenue, under the prefent Income Bill, have A Bi 


indignant feelings of a found moralift and learned civilian, who has 
here infli@ted fuch fcourge: son thefe defenders of public frand as mut 
agonize all thofe advocates that have not * feared confciences.’? 
Chis writer traces the fource of the general criminal evafion of taxes 
to the civil wars, the difputed fucceflion, the revolution, and a 
rebellion which followed it. The Royalift would not be taxed at 
Weitminfter, nor his enemy at Oxford or Newcaftle. Thefe, when 
compared with the prefent, he confiders-as pious frauds, and, during 
the protectorate, the evafion of the cavaliers cannot be deemed as very 
criminal. He then proceeds to the other periods, and, defcending to 
the prefent times, he obferves, that— 


tlemen in the two greet cou conte of the nati yn, on the ri rf trick. 
1. 


4 
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*¢ With the ceffation of the caufe it might have ceafed, had it not become, in 
every fenfe, effect t, and tendency, the great engine of oppofition; and been 
nurfed, in the {pir rit y fecret hoftility, to Minifters, as it began in avowed hof- 
tility to the Crown.” p. 17. 


‘his able author then fubmits, with fome degree of confidence, (as 


he ftates,) thefe important queftions to the good fenfe and honefty of 
the Britith charaéter :— 


s¢ Is the prefent a lawful government, and are we bound to obey and maintain 


it? Can it be maintained wil thout public contributions? If we withhold our 
due proportion, do we not both defraud the government, and{fuch of our fe ‘llow- 
citizens as are more juft and ‘Siacialla than ourfelves? Muft not the defici- 


ency of one tax be made up by the — of another? Do we, therefore 


>, 
make profit of the whole fum we withhold, or only of a {mall part of it? Is it, 
therefore , 1o much for our advantage (even if we efc: pe detection and our fine) to 
commit-this fraud, -fince we muft contribute to another tax, to fupply the defi- 


> 


ciency we oeccafion inthis? If we owe duty and alleciance to the cov ae 
and are bound to maintain it, and to pay the taxes ; if our relicion commands 
#t; if reafon, common fente, and the experience of all the world, convince us 


of the necefiity and the right—can we think it fo crime to avoid or refufe its 
performance ? " Does the levity with which this crime has b treated proceed 
from a ferious opinion of its innocence, or from malevolence and defign againfk 
a government to which we owe duty and fupport? Did it originate in any juft 
or formal examination; did it follow any precedent en juiry or decree ; has it 
been deciared trifling and venial by any competent au hori v, or any ftate, 
church, council, or even political afiembly? Did it not originate in avowed 
difattection to the Sovereign on the throne, and to the eftablifhment in church 
and ftate? Has it any root, butin civil blood, and the worft calamities of our 
country? Has it been watered by any fhowers but the tears of hypocrites, or 
fanned by any breath but that of faétion and malevolence? Are thofe perfons 
good fubjects of the ftate, or the people’s friends, who defend the public crimes, 
aud encourage the people’s immorality? Can the ftate be profperous, or the 


people 
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people happy, if the one be cheated and the other guilty? Can the effential 


quality of crimes be diminifhed, or be Changed by any fathionable or party-mode 
of confit leting them ? Is fraud a crime? Is falfehood one? Is perjury ? Can 
we lay this un¢tion to our heart, that we are rea ly to defraud the government, 


to which we owe every thing, an i incapable of defrauding the cuftomer, or the 
neighbour, or the ftran iger, to whom we owe nothing? Would we, or could 
we, repofe confidence, or give credit to any one, whom we knew or fufpeéte: d to 
have defrauded another? Is there any material difference, if this other is the 
King or the public? Is it not rather the firft and moft incumbent duty to 
acquit our debt to the ftate, before even that: to an individual? If our duty to 
our country is ranked in morals even before that to our parents, is not our debt 
to our country more facred than what we owe to any other creditor? Are we 
not indebted to the ftate the moment we are born? Does not our debt increafe 
with the protection we receive in our helplefs ftate, with our childhood, and our 
education? Does the ftate guard our life, even in our mother’s womb ; does it 
feed our infancy; does it appoint our guardians, preferve our inheritance, cover 
us with proteétion and benefits, and we owe nothing in return? Is it not our 
own intereft and advantage to maintain our benefaétor in ourturn ? And are we 
not falfe to one another when we defraud our common parent ? Can our private 
opinion of men or meafures alter our public duties to the ftate ? Can fuccefs, or 
failure, or wifdom, or error, in the meafures of the government, alter his duty to 
the fubje&t ? Does being in oppofition, or conneéted with it, induce any right 
to withhold our contributions, and defraud one another? Was it not defeét in 
the King’s title, not difapprobation of his Minifters or his meafures, that made 
the firft-defaulte:s eafy and fatisfied in their confcience? Do not they, therefore, 
who affert the right and innocence of defrauding the revenue, imply, and virtu- 
ally confefs, heir difaffe€tion to the eonftitution, and their defire of change ? 
Can any one, confiftently with common fenfe, (to leave confcience out of the 
queftion,) refufe fupport to the conftitution, if he acknowledges and loves it >— 
If he acknowledges it to be lawful, and loves it for the benefits he derives from 
it? Is it not naturally and praétically difloyalty to refufe or evade our contin- 
gent? Does it not favour the enemy; does it not confpire with the traitor ? 
If we have no motive in difaffe€tion and hoftility to the government, for refufing 
our contribution, how can we diftinguith this from any other frand 3 > What 
right, then, can we pofiefs, to think of it with levity, if we will not treat every 
fraud with levity ? and, can the manner of our tre ating it alter the nature of one 
crime more than of another : 2” Pp. 21—25. 


We certainly concur in opinion with this writer relative to the 
moral guilt of cheating the revenue, a crime which has been treated 
with too much lenity, both by divines and civilians, in our pulpit 
and our fenate. The church has declared no penalty againft it, the 
legiflature has not ftamped it with any marks of infamy. But every 

ood man muft be convinced that it is not poflible to elude our public 
duties, the duty of ‘* rendering unto Czfar the things that be 
Cefar’s,’’ without incurring guilt, and the reproaches of a guilty 
mind, Having fhewn that the fyftem of the evafion of taxes origi. 
nated with the malcontents and rebels, he thus concludes :— 


<¢ I truft we fhall no longer, in any general and public fenfe, partake this dif- 
graceful crime with a few confpirators, as much beneath the virtues of former 
rebels, as they are in numbers or in talents—Men that can only be compared in 
their principles, and in genius or abilities, to the Cades, and Straws, and Tylers, 
of the fourteenth century—men who have not even the merit of invention in 
their wickednefs, but have blindly borrowed, and impudently ftolen, their dif- 
coveries from unacquitted felons and philofophers, whom the ignorance and injuftice 
of Englifh juries, four hundred years ago, miffook fer traitors, and condemned to 
be hanged, and drawn, and quartered, upon gibbets, and hurdles, and 
{caffolds :—Juft as if they were not the friends of humanity, and the benefactors 
of 
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of mankind—the firft burners of caftles, the firft dividers Of property, the firft 
beheaders - priefts and nobles, the firft reformers of taxes and tythes, the firft 
apoftles, and the firft martyrs too, of equality 


“o Tt i- not too much to expeé of my countrymen that they w ill not be 
made the dupe s of the moft agsorant, perverfe, and wicked of mankind; that 
they will nyt be perfuaded to fraud by rebels and confpirators, whom they de- 
fpife and deteft:—and, in ferioufly cz illix ing upon every man, who difclaims this 
abominable motive, to examine the queftion d ielibes ately in his own ftudy or 
upon his pillow, I have no hefitation to anticipate the ready anfwer of his con- 
{cienece, and to pronounce, that, excepting difaffcction to the government and con- 
Sftituiton of the realm, no rational caufe can be afiigned for evading the om lie 
contrit butions ;—that thefe are debts as facred, if not more facred, and prior to 
évery other ;—that to elude or avoid their payment, (befides a guilt pecal liarly 
its own,) is equal in depravity to any other fraud ;—and that whoever tail 
continue, after warning and reflection, in that bafe and immoral praétice, muft 
facrifice the enjoyment of a tranquil mind, and the advantage of public efteern 
and reputation—unditcovered, lie will be wretched; and detet¢ted, infamous.” 
Pp. 34—36. ~ 


The judicious reader will inftantly perceive, from fuch fpecimens, 
that this pamphlet is the production of an eminent {cholar, a true 


friend to the conilitution, and a teacher of pure religion. 


Arar. XIII. Uvion or Separation. By R. Farrell. 8vo. Pp. 40. 


Byrne, Dublin. 1799. 


OF this little pamphlet perfpicui ty is the diftinguifhing character. 
iftic. We find in it the ftate of Ireland, abfolute and relativ ey well 
confidered ; and, from thofe confiderations, the neceflity of a chan ge 
juftly inferred. ‘That an Union is the only pofiible and advan tageous 
change is undeniably proved ; the abfurdity and chimerical extrava- 
gance of Parliamentary Reform are expofed ; and the confequences, 
the abhorred confe quences ! g 
enforced, to the conviction of the moft obflinate and perverfe. For 
who will deny that Englai nd will refift French domin: ancy in Ire. 
and with the laft drop of Britifh blood? If, ener the feparae 
tion be effetted, the power of England muft be no more, and what 
fhall then reftrain the lawlefs power of France! Will the increafed 
att L of power and the infolence of victory procure to Ireland a milder 

‘atment, then, than Switzerland, &c. have already experienced, in 
circumftances that have admitted only a flight fpecimen of Jaco. 
binical rapacity and di¢tatorfhip? ‘The writer deduces the prefent 
and the patt evils from the poetens fyftem, and points out an approxie 
mation to the “<"s as the only remedy for the paft, and prevention 
for the future. e have only to remark, that his language is fome- 
times tinged et hie caft of faétious oppofition, but we muft ac. 
— ledge that the goodnefs of his head and ™ ‘art has conquered 

hat appear to us to have been his prejudic es. Experience will 
corre€t his puerilities, and reftrain his ftyle to a better unifon with 


the flow and deliberate fteps of reafon aad judgement, 


of feparati on by the gripe of ¥ rance, are 
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Arts XIV. An Examination into the Ori gin and Continuance of 
the Difcontents in Ir land, and the trie Canfe sof the Rebell: 
being a farthful Narrative of the pari: ‘enlar ‘Su ferings of the 
I rifh Peafantr} ; with a Plan which, if adopted, cannot fail 


, ; , » ade 94 , i, P sf vac # r = ae he . f ees ‘ 
witout [njur) ta tne Lroleffani Iuterc#, or, svhat they never 


Fe ly P "} oe - ’ 
Q/rea, Lmancipation. lo which is annexed, a Specimen of 
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Lrifh Anecdotes, which the Editor propofes, on a future Occafony 
ro enlarge. By William B ingle: Vs fourteen Years a Refident in 
[reland. ato. Pp. co. Price zs.64. Sold by the Editor, 
No. 2, Red Lion Pafi ge, Fleet Streety London. 1799. 

THE name prefixed to this pamphlet was, if we miftake not, very 
well known, during thofe political tumults in which the Jate Mr, 
Wilkes play ed fo diftinzuifhed a part, fome thirty ye go. Mr. 
Bingley befpeaks the indulgence of the critics, by dec! ring himfelf 
unaccuitomed 66 to liter: ry com pofitic on and ar angement ;’?? but we have 
found no reafon to think any fuch indulgence neceflary ; the compof 
tion po a every requifite in point of ftyle and arrangement which 

$ . . - - . 
the fubject reg uired— plainnefs and perfpicuity. 

"] % al uhor confiders the caufe of the dreadful infurrefiions in Ire- 
land to be the hardfhips under which the peafantry labour in refpeét 

. . . 
of tythes. t is p Wible that tl nay have occationed that deoree 
of irritation which pre #7 ‘'s minds, unreftrained’ by a@ juft fenfe of 


: an, ol ae A: ee } ‘a. « meena , 
qauty ’ mor the rec Cy xtion « f {editious Dri ictpie . put Lure ly a perutal oO? 
 * : 21 “to i 4 > Trifl Yaris “~ Ry . (*% ++ ] f ] 
the reports of the iriinh Parliamentary Committees,: and of the re- 
corded confefiions of Arthur O’é ymnor, and other felf-convicted 
°« . r — ne ° NA « 2) - = - — ass 
traitors, might have convinced Mr. B. that the horrid rebellios 
. 
oe Co. ane sh. Oe = os a Pee 
ynich. has daliturbed the peace oj Ireland had a very qitrerent 
A # 
Origin. 
Ded atoanmed ehie nititian. the - after « Ril ‘. 
Mevirne advanced thi y tie author naturally concludes that 


' } > : P| - he .- ~ in . } 4 ¥ > + . 
the abolution of tythes, by removing the ground of difcontent, wou! 
- . oO So 
wromote the reftoration of tranquillity. He accordingly fuggetts 
i J d ‘ —) 
a prog for that purpofe, which, if the reader. have a with to fee, he 
fo 4 +] , ; ‘- fair ry7t 

mutt confult the book itfelf. ‘Though we cannot adopt the conclu- 


fions of Mr. B. we muft do juftice to his motives. During His rclie 


dence in Ireland he experienced many marks of kindnefs from the 
peafantry, and therefore he undertakes to pl id their caufe, with a 
view to melior te their condition. Some meafure moft certainly, 
muft be adopted, for the attainment of this xecefary and defirable 
end, and we trutt the country gentlemen of Ireland, and other great 


> 

t 
—_—— rc ‘ any 1* e iatter ‘mon ral] Lersanfler nmr? hejs 
proprietors of land im the iifter kingdom, will ferioufly turn theta 


+ +1 ir 4 } 
thouchts to the fubyect. 
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writines are fdaid to laye a pernicious tendency. ine earig 
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Hewlett’s Affociation Sermon. sf 


tions, he will find much valuable matter, untinged with any of that 
leaven which he profefies fo loudly to reprobate. Serious fubjects 
are occafionally treated, in the pages before us, with a degree of peiey 
that is highly repreheniible ; and the indecent anecdote, in the note 
to r. 5, 1s a difgrace to the book. 





DIVINITY. 





Art. XV.. The Sword of the Lord and of Gideon. A Sermomy 
a d in the Parifo Church of Great Dunmow, Effex, on 
Lucfda the 11th of September, 17938, at the joint Kequeft of the 
Rig rhe v, Lord Vifeount Maynard, and Michael Pepper, E/qe 
before a tivo Volunteer Troops of Yeomanry Cavalry. By 
the Rev. J. Howlett, Vicar, S8vo. Pp. 18. Richardfon, 
Loi idon. 


Py ‘dls is a fpirited and judicious difcourfe, well adapted to the 
4t occafion for which it was compofed. ‘The propriety of confe- 
cfating our arms and our banners to * the Lord of Hofts, the God of 
Battles’? is clearly demonftrated and ftrongly enforced ; and we 
herefore ftrenuowily recommend the perufal of the fermon before us 


I 

t 

to thofe fectafian cr ritics, W ho, enraged at the fpirit of refiftance to 
Freach arms and French principles, which fo generally pervades the 
community, conflantly vent their abominable {pleen againft the Mi- 
nifters of the eftablifhed church, for exhorting the defenders of their 
country to difcharge their duty, and, combining their religious and 
political prejudices, dare, in direét defiance of {cripture authority, 
deny the lawfulnefs of appealing to God for proteftion, when fighting 
in a juft and virtuous caufe. To the wretched condutors of the 
New Analytical Review thefe remarks more particularly apply, and, 
for their goose: we fhall extract a paflage from this excellent 
difcourfe, which reflects great credit on its author :-— 


*« And if heaven could ever be appealed to for the juftice of any caufe, it is 
Surely thatin which we are now engaged; it being not for the extenfion of con- 
queft, or the enlargement of power and dominion, but merely to defend and 
fecure ourfelves, and to avoid depredation and plunder, murder, maffacre, and 
ruin. Europe and the whole world are witnefs that we have adopted every fair 
and honourable means to procure a fafe and permanent peace, and that all has 
been utterly in vain. Unable, therefore, to appeafe the wrath or affuage the 
malice of our enemies, it only remains that we ufe our beft endeavours, under the 
guidance of God, to confoun rd their devices amd defeat their machinations ; and, 
fhould their threatened invafion really take place, we may go forth undifmayed, 

confidentially adopting the expreffion of our text, ‘ the fword of the Lord and of 
Gideon; nor need we defpair of fuccefs fimilar to that which attended the efforts 
of the armyof Ifrael. We are told that Gideon, and the men that were with him, 
came to the outhide of the enemy's camp, about the beginning of the middle watch, and 
blew the trumpets, and fiood every man in his place round about the camp, and all the 
heft of the enemy RAN, AND CRIED)}AND FLED,” 
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Arr. XVI. A Sermon preached in the Parife Church of Great 
Dunmow, Effex, on the 29 th of November, 1798, the Day of 
General Thank/giving. By the Rev. J. Howlett, Vicar. 8vo, 
Pp. 25. Richardfon, London, 

THIS is the production of the fame pen to which the public are 
indebted for the difcourfe reviewed in the preceding article, and it 
breathes the fame fpirit of devotion, piety, vy, and patriotifm. The 
text is taken, very properly, from the pious ejaculations of Mofes, 
after the people of Ifrael had been delivered from their enemies by 
the gracious interpofition of the Lord. The religious mind natu- 
rally conneéts this miraculous event with the glorious vittory of 
Lord Nelfon, obtained within ninety miles of the very {pot where 
the Ifraelites marched through the Red Sea. ‘he author even 
defcries a fimilarity between the end and confequence of both.’?— 
‘© The overthrow of the Egyptians in the Red Sea completed the 
efcape of the Ifraelites from horrid and abominable vaflalage, and 
paved the way for the final introduction of the Chriftian Religion, 
with its feveral bleflings. ‘The victory of Lord Nelfon was over 
enemies folemnly leagued to extirpate that religion from the earth, 
and it may prove the occ on not only of freeing ourfelves and all 
Europe from more wretched flavery than even the “hardened heart of 
Pharoah ever fuggefted, but afford frefh confirmation of the truth of 
Chriftianity, with all its great and precious promifes, may add 
ftrength to our general faith, animation and confidence to our future 
hopes, and make us more zealoufly rejoice in the Lord and joy in the 


God of our falvation.”” 


—s—- == ~ 





MISCELLANIES. 





Art. XVII. 4 Defence of the Cefarean Operation, with Objer. 
vations on Embryulcia, and the Seéion of the Symphyfis Pubis, 
addreffed to Mr. W. Simmons, of Manchefter, Author of Refleca 
tions on the Propriety of per orming the Cafarean Opera tion. 
Containing jome new Cafes, and illufirated by feven Engravings. 
By John Hull, M. D. Member of the Corporation of Surgeons, 
&e. 8vo. Pp. 230. Price gs. 6d. Bickerflaff, London. 1798. 


B* this publication, Dr. Hull has, in fome meafure, anticipated 
his original defign. He felt it neceffary to vindicate himfelf 
againft fome infinuations thrqwn out by a medical practitioner at 
Manchetter, in a recent work, entitled, ‘* Refleftions on the Pro- 
priety of performing the Czfarean Operation,” decidedly difapprov- 
ing of that operation, and apparentlyr written in confequence of Dr. 


Hull having performed it in a cafe which terminated fatally. He 
has 
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has fhewn both knowledge and ingenuity in commenting on his 
opponent’s * Reflections,’’ and has deteéted feveral errors in his ftate- 
ment of faéts and evidence, and in his deduétions from them. It is 
confeffediy an important fubjeét, upon which the medical world is 
not altogether agreed ; and, for the intereft of humanity, it would 
be very defirable to afcertain under what circumftances, (as Dr. Hull 
brings forward arguments to prove, Contrary to the opinion contained 
in the ‘© Refleétions,’”? that fuch circuinftances may occur,) an ope- 
ration fo hazardous ieill be adopted, as the only refource. This work 
conveys the author’s ideas on that point, but our limits will not per- 
mit us to enter into a detail of the controverfy, We mutt, there- 
fore, recommend the book to the medical reader’s attention, who will 
probably percety e, with us, that Dr. Hull refleGts with acutenefs, and 

‘rites with judgement, and, from this {pecimen, we fhould be induced 
to confider him competent to weurgh ge a more enlarged work, which 
he gives us reafon to expect, and in which this fubject may receive 


Sasthe r Uluftration, 


Arr. XVIII. Danei ing Mafteriana; er, 9 om Sketches 
for an | Lngu: tive £ lable 3 Being - true Style of a Dancing. 
Mafter exhibiting pt is Pupils to an elegant Ball. To which are 
added, Fiw. Letters, none of which have any Thing to do with 
the Dancing-Mafter’s Ball., 8vo. Pp. 32. Price 1s. London, 
1799. Sold by the Author, No. 5, King’s.Row, Pimlico, 


THOUGH the title-page of this book be wiimfical, the fubjeé 
of it is moft ferious to the author. It is the produce of a wounded 
mind, goaded by ill treatment, and fuffering under calamity. It is 
fuficient for us to armounce it to the public, as it admits not of 
analyfis, and indeed comes not properly within the province of 
criticifm. The author is Mr. Bryan Blundell, whofe former tract 
on the fame fubject was noticed in_our fecond volume.* He here 
acknowledges his gratitude to Mr. Wyndham, and Lord Kenyon, 
for the kind and liberal attention which they paid, in their refpec- 
tive fituations, to the applications which he made to them. He 
thus concludes his laft letter :— 


* Yeflerday, the 18th, I had the honour to prefent his Majefty with a copy of 
my pamphlet, to whic h there was a caricature annexed; it was quite cafual; his 
Maje ‘ity was getting on horieback as I pafled the Park-gate, and, with many others, 
I fto »pped to fee him. As he rode by me, I addreffed him thus :—*‘ Will. your 
Majelty be pleafe -d to accept of a pamphlet from your fubject, Sire?’ His Majeity 


gracioully received it, I bowed low, and went away.” f 





* Page 405. 
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Art. XIX. The Sizar: a Rhapfody. To be completed in so 
folio Volumes. szmo, Pp, 158. - Rivington, London. 1799. 


WE have received a fmall volume bearing this title, accom- 
panied with a letter, dated St. John’s College, Cambridge. The 
letter, and the book, appear to us equally unintelligible ; and alj 
that we can difcover a the author’s meaning is, that he is very angry 
with the courfe of educatjon at prefent prevailing in that Univerfity, 

Whether the point he wifhes to accomplith, namely, to pay le Is 
attention to a lgebra and geometry, is likely to ‘a effected by { 
labours as thofe before us, we will not take upon us to pe flees 
but will leave it to be fettled by tha :t authority to whom it more pro. 
perly belongs, the capxt of his 4/ma Mater. We will reit farisfied 
with addrefling him in his own words :——‘* Your humble fervant, 
Mr. RKhapfodift—fo you take it for granted that you are a poet, ora 
Triftram Shandy, or fome fuch fentimental gentleman or oth er—My 
dear Sir, Ne wanis credite verbis.”’? (Pp. 85.) If this writer will 
believe us, he is neither the one nor the other ; and we would recom. 
mend to him the confideration of one of his own mottos: ‘* No man 
ever made an #// figure in life who underftood his own talents, mor a 
good one who miftook them.’’ ‘To his determination denounced, of 
« {hooting folly as it flies, and wherever it flies,” (Pp. 112.) we have 
nothing to oppofe, but the friendly caution, beware of Juicide. 








THE REVIEWERS REVIEWED. 





Art. I. Memortes of Emma Courtney, By Mary Hays. 12mo. 
2vols. Price 6s, Robinfons, London. 179 96. 


Art. II. The Vidtim of Prejudice. A Novel. By Mary Hays. 
- y2amo. 2 vols. Price 6s. Johnfon, London. 1799. 





«<Q MMA Courtney,” the firft of thefe produ éti ons, ap- 
4 peared about three years ago. The Monthly Review 
of April, 1797, thus fpe saks of it :— 

‘© Thefe memoirs rife beyond the clafs of vulgar novels, which 
afpire only to divert the unoccupied mind by occ: onal ilufion fr om 


an irkfoimme attention to the daily occurrences and trivial incidents of 
réal life.’’ 


Meaning, as we fippofe, to praife this attempt of the 
‘¢ fair writer’ to find aie employment for the female mind, 
than that which nature, fituation, and fex, have ine Hei it. 











oF This author,’’ they proceed * atten pts t} e folt n of a moral 
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pronicm which is eminently 1 Mporean viz.’ Whether it a Deets 
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dn minds of a /vperior moz uldy whether it will bring to them a greater 
ba! ANCE of happinefs, in th . whole acCoul it, to exe) npt themf Cives 
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fro n the common Gelicacies an d hy, ocrifies of lite, and, Otl << a 
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occailONS, to Sive vent to ther wilde/i Jeclings Ww ith Caonfcrcentions 
ce 7 > an. eles te bes tavene che car ® ina aa os , «ae 
fincerity, Ol patient] ) to fubmit to the zwcumbent mountains of cir- 


cumftances, without one volcanic effort to foatter the oppreffive load 
into ruln. 
Setting afide this flan ig of modern philofophy, the plain 
queltion is—Whether it is moft for the advantage of fociety 
that women fhould be fo brought up as to make them dutift ul 
daughters, afiectionate wives, tender mothers, and good 
4 hri! tians, or, by a corrupt snd vicious fy{tem of education, 
fit them for revolutionary aget for heroines, , for Staels, for 
“‘Talliens, for Stones, fetting wide all the decencies, the (ott 
ne{s, the gentlencts, of the female character, and enjoying 
indifcriminately every envied privilege of man ? 
The aim of this novel is to claim for the female fex the 
rights of the latter character. The heroine for fuch fhe is 
literally meant to be, is, even in early years, defcribed— 


> 


‘¢ —as active, blythfome, bounding, Ipc orting, romping, light, 


gay, alert, and fullof glee; as offending all the pious ladies at ch arch 
by her gamefome tricks.’’ 


She is ne xt p pourtrayed in {till ftronger terms :— 


“My ary were impetu wus, and brooked no delay; my affec- 


tions Were warm, and my temper irafcible ; oppofition would always 

make me. men ent, and coercion icvita ed me to vielence....never 

but once do I recolleét haying received a blow, but the boiling rage, 

the cruel ter emp t, the deadly vengeance it excited in my mind, [ now 
} 7 


remember with fhuddering. 


An excellent beginnin y calculated to pro- 
duce the fruit intended. The next advance of her mind is 


effected by the perufal of Plutarch :— 


‘«©T went down into the dining-room, my mind pervaded 
re pi ublican a rdour, my fentiments elevated by a é EP- tone dd philsfo- 


phy, and my bofom glowing with the virtues of patriotifm,’” 

Does not this out-Helen even. the wife or miftrefs of 
Stone? Not lefs alive does fhe a appear to have been to the 
“ee gts ‘hy ay 6r 
fofter affections—let her ipeak for herlelt :— 

“ Tn the courfe of my refearches the Heloife of Roufeau fel] into 
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That the mind here difplayed fhould run into errors of no 
inferior enormity, was n aturall y to be expected, Hs of 
courfe, we all along find her difdaining all thofe ho ly reftraints 
which the wifdom and virtue of ages have efteemed nece lary 
for the controul of human paffions. But, left we fhould be 
fuppofled prejudiced againit her, we will quote her own fenti- 
ments on fome important points :— 


«¢ The wildeft fpeculations are lefs mifchievous than the torpid 
ftate of error. He who tamely refigns his underftanding to the 
guidance of another, finks, at once, from the dignity of a rational 
being, to a mechanical puy ppet, moved, at pleafure, on the wir s of 
the ariful operator. Impofition is the principle and fupport of every 
varied defcription of tyranny, whether civil or eccleiiaftical, eal 
or mental ; its baneful confequence is to degrade both him who is 
impofed on, and him who impofes—obedience is a word which ought 
never to have had exifteuce,”’ &c. &e. 


What ftuff is. here !—but a little more, and we have done 
with the filthy labour :— 


‘* To the profeffion my objections are ftill more ferious ; the ftudy 
of the law is the ftudy of chicanery—the church is the fchool of 
hy pocrify and —_ tion !—you could only enter the Univerfities 
by a moral degradation, that muft check the freedom and contami- 
nate the purity of thé mind, and, entangling it in an inexplicable 
maze of error and contradiction, poi/ouing viriue at its fource,’’ 
&c. &c. 


On the fubjeé&t of female chaftity fhe is confitent with 
herfelf, in her defence for offering her he onour to a man wha 
avoided her. ‘* /adividuality of affeci on,’’ the fays, ** confti- 
tutes chaftity;” or, in other words, the miftrefs is, in’ all 
refpets, as honourable as the wile, provided fhe hath but 
one lover. If fuch a fentiment does not {trike at the root of 
every thing that is virtuous, that is praife-worthy, that is va- 
luable, in the female character, we are at alofs to difcover 
by what wickednefs they are to fall. 

The tale of this novel is not at variance with the opinions 
we have extracted. ‘That it is in all points meprenenfible, in 
the highe >{t arene would be doubted by none, but the Mo: ithly 
Review rs, and their liberal fellow-labourers. Their con- 
cluding remark upon it is worthy of them :— 


‘¢ Many remarkable and feveral excellent refleCtions [precious 
guardians of a nation’s literature] are interfperfed, and the whole 
difplays great intellectual powers.. There are alfo fentiments which 
are open to attac k, findeed !] and opinions which require fe TIO! is dif. 
cuffion ; but we leave every reader to form his or her own ju 
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Had the tendency of this novel been favour ble to virtue, 
honour, religion, morality, the liberality of thefe critics 
would’ have been lefs confpicuous. But we have already be- 
ftowed, perhaps, too much notice on this performance. We 
mult now {peak to this lady’s fecond production, namely, 
«The Viétim of Prejudice’ ‘'—of what prejudice ?—the old 
ftory: A young lady, of at leaft equal ardour in the caufe of 
liberty and ot love as.even Emma herfelt, is reftrained by 
fome few limits which the world has thought proper to fix to 
certain unruly paffions. The heroine of the tale, “ Mary,” 
[we are fick of Mary,] is educated according to the plan of 
kouileau : no check, no controul’; freedom ot enquiry, and 
extravagance of hope, however dangerous, and however fal- 
jacious, are the pri vailing features of this performance; the 
fame indi(criminating and mifchievous cenfure of every thing 
fociety has. hitherto apaine d facred, and neceilary to its ex- 
iitence, is here mott lavifhly difplayed.—In the difbonour, as 
we old tafhioned moralifts thou call it, of “* Mary,” there is 
fomething like an imitation of Clariffa ; but how unlike to 
the original !—In conformity to the general fpirit of this 
peor {s, and her party, (for that fhe is of the party her 
quotations from Godwin, Holcroft, Mary Wollftonecraft, 
Hcivetius, Rouffeau, &c. moft clearly evince,) religion is ut- 
terly, and with zealous care, excluded from her writings. 
The pious addreffes of Clariffa to her Creator, affect the 
heart of the reader with the moft delightful and grateful 
fenfations: while the furious declamation of ** Mary’ * to the 


Sod of nature, and the God of reafon, excite no fentiment 
ut Louit 

The event of this ftory is fuch as might be — from 
its title: Mary, after a fturdy oppofition to the beft opinions 


and practices of the wae’ fi) bow! in the unequal conteft ; and, 
| ] 
. f , | 
( iffe ring under the fees of her extravagant defires, 


thus laments her fate :— 
“« Almighty mature, [is this like Clariffla?] myfterious are thy 
decree the vigorous promife of my youth has failed: the victim 


of a barbarous prejudice, [namely, that fhe was not allowed 
mar 
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its bo {o: ile 


1 Of a Man OF High rank, j iociety Mas Cait me out from 


Again, in conclufion :— 


‘© Ignorance and defpotifm, co! nbating frailty with cruelty, may 
£0 on to propofe werd reform in one invariable melancholy round; 
reafon defides the weak effort; \ while the fabric of uperitition and 
crime, extending its broad bafis, mocks the toil of the vifionary 


+. 22 
projector. 
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To the very laft the is true to her principles.—Our opinion 
of thefe two novels is now cle ape mrs and we have faid 
more of them than their intrinfic merit could pores entitle 
them to expect. We have mort them mérely to guard the 


female world again{ft the mifchievoufnefs of heir tendency, 
‘left the venom of the fhaft fhould be miftaken for the 


vigour.of the bow.” —As w/efu/nefs feems to be the watch- 
word of this author and her friends, we will tell her how the 
may be much more ufeful than fhe can poffib ly mak 
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by devoting her time to litcrary labours—/o your diflaff, Mary, 


wow, 


to your diftaf.—Qn the Sryle of her vy vritin os it is needlefs 
to. remark ; who ftays to admire the workman fhip of a dagges 


wrenched from the hand of an affaifin? 


To the Editor of the Anti-Jacobin Review and Magazine. 


SIR, 
7* your review of Mett, Wilberforce, &c. &c. (No. V. Pp. 550~ 
4 560.) I obferve you have {lightly noticed the claim, fet up by 
the Illuminizers of the prefent day, to fuperior learning and wiidom, 
‘Yo the public, who are no lefs coetenned in this claim than the 
EHluminizers themfe lves, I take_the liberty of offering a few obfer- 
vations on this fubject, rig: the medium of your impai 
Review. Thefe Ilham: il i s firit fet up a claim to fuperior Jearn- 


mg and wifdom in bela! f of the prefent age; they, then, with a 
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becoming modefty, peculiar to illuminifm, give us to underftand 
wither dire@ly Or indir étly, that this fuperiority ts alm . 
fively their own, or evick ntly in their favour, This is m par= 


i 
-- » : } — eP 9 . nen acted on . ] re 
1n {ubx Cts of red ious controve ry, and iacred 


AL si 


Grietbach’s edition of the New ‘Left iment, 


tict larly the cafe 
eriticifm; and with 


which, I fuppofe, is to be. the Ithuriel’s {pear of illuminifm, they 
are to illuftrate every thing, and leave not a fingle corner dark or 
ebfcure. .On the fubject of the duperior learning and wifdom of 
the preient age, | rift be brief; 2s you have already antic { 
-me. (See No. I. Pp. 112, 113.) I can readily agree with any illu- 
minizing philofopher whatever, that the pretent age is « ee Bacal 
6ufly eminent for found wifdom, deep learning, and extent {ci- 
ence, and that it furpaties, perhaps, every other that preceded it; 
nor, indeed, is this a matter of furprize, finee we have had the ex- 
E rience of all former ages as a foundation whereon to ereét our 


- } @ ‘ff " | , sv) * 49 , ° , . r ’ : 

fuperfiru ‘ture, to ermarge, and to ext nd, oul impr vements. his 
‘ . 

triumernh in our 


circumftanee, however, titead of caufing us to 

fuperiority, to boafi of it, and to arrogate the whole merit of it to 

euriclves, oucht rather to humble ns in our own eyes, and make us 

thankful for the advantages we ave derived from paft experience ; 

this circumftance, inftead of leading us to make a compari{on of 
} 


pe re | ¥} t on!) . eg’? 4 rat na é rie 7 72 or? } 
ourlelves with “ them of old time,” (a comparifon particulariy 
odi SAPS ae ees ee ee yve them a debt Ca eee 2 
OUious ANG INVIaALOUS, DNC! we owe them a aceot ofr oplication 
M . . ne , . ay TeNnow sf > i. i -e 1; r i , ‘ b, . . 
which we cah neyerrepay,) inivea l of kcacing usto Ggraw that com- 
> - , ~~ 
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arifon in our own favour, ought rather to have induced us to pro- 
claim how much they have done for us, how far they have advanced 

for our inftr uction, than to boaft of the farther advances and im- 
made for ourfelves. And fhould we 
ysafett ingratitude, if we were to undervalue or 
defpife (what we prefume to call) the little they have d ne for us? 
As well Yale ht the admirers of the Thames, the Severn, and 

‘Trent, defpife the little ftreamilets firtt ifluing from the iprings, 
caufe they {welled not at once sp d lecp and nay igal ia vers, anc 
before they had reccived, in their courfe, the tributary fireams that 
flowed into their refpe&tive channels. ‘That great pl shilofoph er, Sir 
Iiaac Newton, -at the very hei rht of his reputation, had too much 
of the humility of a Chriftian to defpife the author of the firftt fix 
books of the Elements of Geometry; he would have bee = un- 
grateful if he had then defpifed him, becaufe had he defpifed him 
before he began his courie of mat! ematical ftudies, he never would 
have beoome the great philofopher. But it is the fafhion, with the 
jJuminizing philotophers, to decry the learning and wifdom of fore 
mcr times, in order to fix the charge of a want of light and infor- 
mation on our reformers. ‘They went very far to be fu re, - as 
far, perhaps, as the nation withed them ; but the y did not » far 
enough, it feems-—that is, they did not go fo far as thefe pl hi 1 fo- 
phers now wiih to go. ue fame argument is 
to the zra of : Revolution. ‘The leaders in that bufinets went a 
great length sanaie ey as far, I thould think, as the nation 
wilhed them; but the y did not go the length that thefe philofo- 
phers feem defirous of going. ‘Lhere is another memorable epoch 
in our hiitory, viz. the rebellion of the laft century. Will the 
philofephers tell us, whether the agents and promoters of that re- 
belfion went far enough? W they accufe Cromwell, and the 
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is not lefs appl icable 


3 
iifth-monarchy-men, of a want of light and seroeenation : I will, 
however, tell the pentotapis rs that 1¢ has prove d a very fortunate 
and providential occurrence in this nation, that the le: ad rs of that 
rebellion went fo far as they did, as it afforded the nation a twelve 
years experiment of the deipotitm of a republic, or rather of aa 
individual, who, under the pretence of a Republic, ufurp 
fole power, and ruléd, with a rod of iron, with which they wer 
fo thoroughly difguited, fo completely fickened, that the d vf 
day of joy and 


~~ 
— 
, 


the reftoration of monarchy was indeed a thanktul- 
neis to them, But fo con lude his he id on the luperi rly of the 


{ 
prefent age in learning and wifdom, above all that preceded it, I 
will on] y put the following quettions—Had we been deftitute of the 
1clps and advantages which patt experience has tra er d to us, 
d 


} > . ] S| , } ; . 
fhould we have been the learned and enlightened nation that we 
. ] r Satin Lee a@uul | , . 4 > > anteanrcoe 
are > Could we fo quickly and readily have made thofé. advances 


and improvements which we have now been enabled to make? 
Dry up the fpring, or turn the courte at the fountain-head, and 
how long will the river continue to flow? ‘The tf ! t | 

Jaid before we attempt to erect a building. The child muit be 
taught to fpell before he be required go read. Let us then drop, 
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for 
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for ever, the odious and invidious comparifon. If our anceftors have 
— we fom lecwha : re Pt a7 ? } fateate 
sot tranfimitted to us the light of a meridian fun, Jet us be fatisfi j 
] : } } ; 


with what they have imparted; let us receive it with humility, and 


employ it with thanktulneis; and let us not difparage what they 
bega in by boafting of what we have finithed. Let us, in fhort, 
adopt the Chriftian rule of univerfal juftice, “ Do unto others as 
you would others fhould do to you;” our pofterity, in t 
century may vaunt their {uperior learning and w ifdo. n; but fhould 


not we have good reafon t complain of their injuftice, as well as 


their arrogance, if, on that account, they contemned and defpifed 
ws ? 
I fhall now examine into the pretenfions of fome of thefe illumi- 


nizing philofophers, w sho fet up the idividual claims to {uperior 
learning and wiidtom, and who particularly hold themfelves forth 
as interpreters dod tranflators of {cripture. Of Dr. Prieftley I thali 


fay nothing. Ilis mifreprefentations have long fince been fuffici- 
] 
i 


ently refuted by many learned and pious men, and his contradie- 
tions in his interpretations of fcripture have been moft luminoutly 
ec ‘¢ Letters’ 


expofed by the Rev, Mr. Burn of Birmingham, whot 
are, perhaps, Jefs known than they deferve to be. The next pro- 
minent charaéter is Mr. Wakefield. You, Sir, have already (No. V. 
Pp. 558, 550.) pointed out two infiances, which clearly fhow 
either that he is grofsly ignorant of the Greek language, (which 
no one, who knows Mr. W. can fuppote,) or that he has as grotsly 
yerverted and mifreprefented the fcripture. To thefe inftances I 
will add. a third. Mr. W. fome few years ago, exhibited himfelf 
to the world as a “ tranflator of thofe parts of the New Teftament 
which are wrongly tranflated in our common Verfion.” In that 
pamphlet he thus tranflates the following words, (Rom. xiii. 4.) 


sae 
, yr! ’ »/ > ; 
’ a = - «se ALES AP -e* AA/tAt se rr ‘ * ‘ ore PP iin 
—- it Cig ~ 0 . C- lV, & “Ob EX 4 J VV sw sv Ae V ¥ A. ae ee 


“He is an avenging’ minifter unto wrath to him who doeth 
i ciolift in Greek cannot but fee that Mr. W. 

bas fuppretied (as infignificant I fuppofe,) the word 60, a 
word which had been joined once before in this very ver! 
with diaxorer, 3nd which is the moft fienificant word in t 
ro inafmuch as it fhows the origin of the power of 
fupreme magiftrate, and declares explicitly, whoie mini 
* gyhof, utherity he hath.” If a man has preconceived 


‘< —— 7 
” . tactile | © 


the derivation of power from the people, his fuppreflion of the 


j ae 2 inesl at Te 
word @zov would be pertectly confhitent. But St. Paul appears 


to have been of a different opinion, for he enjoins our fub- 
ah a “ co ee al ~ » | meni: icy addle Baw lie 
moifion for confcience fake; and he immediately adds, “for this 


° eamee ve a> 5 diene : >, 7: . a hae 
cauie pay you tribute allio, for they are God’s minifters attending 
‘ 


. 1}., : 4. aces Bintenre °°? “Gn — é \ ever a -aittinre and 
CONUNUALN ss Ned one very thing, toat is, fo execu iitice ana 
: 


judger nel ef - ing betore fpoken of. Here, ag in, the Apofile 
calls them mini sifters of God, giving a continual and intenie ap- 

plication (mgoc er suyres) to the adminiftration of juftice, which 

he alfigns as ad -reaton, for paying tribute to them. In this inter- 
' pears harmonious, confiftent, and appofite. 
; 


{ “4 
But Mr. W. tranflates the latter part of the verfe thus, “ for there 
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are minifters of God attending to this very duty.” Were I difpofed 
to criticize this tranf lation, (as Mr. W . pr ofetles to correcé? our prefent 
verfion,) I might atk what word there is in the original to which 


the word duty correfponds, and whether the word wgceuzeresevres 


j 


does not imply fomething more than fimply attendiig to? But not 
to dwell upon this, I would atk who the perfons are that are here 
called minifters of God, as Mr. W’s tranilation evidently fuppofes 
them to be different from the perfeus before-menticned as exer- 
cifing the fupremme power? And what is the duty to which he ima- 
gines them to be attending? And now, Sir, I would appeal to any 
man, who has a common acquaintance with the Greek lan .uage, 
if thefe are faithful interpretations, or even correét tranflations, of 
Scripture. ‘Thus I take my leave of Mr. Wakefield. 

The next claimant to fuperior learning and witdom in {eriptural 
expofition, is Mr. Belfham.—The corruption of human nature, or 
original fin, Mr. B. denies to be a feripture doctrine. I thould have 
thought daily experience would have fafietes tly proved it, without 
having recourte to Cori ipture. But let us refer to icripture. Mr. B. 
obferves that the pailage, ‘‘ we were by nature the children of wrath, 
even as others,” ( Eph. ii, 3,) means only “ that the perfons to whona 
St. Paul wrote, had been originally Gentiles, enflaved like others 


‘ 


to the idolatries and vices of their heathen ftate.” According to 


this ftatement, then, this pailage does not apply tothe Jews, to whom 
were committed the oracles of bee: to th ofe of th em, . leaft, who 
believed, to thofe of them who, © provide of God, were pre- 


, 1, 

ferved from falling into the idol: tries fat vices 5 of the badtlaen ftate. 
But if this ftatement be true, ftill I fhould think the words ws xa? 
os Asso’ Will include the Jews, and the reft of the world, mankind 
in general, agreeably to what the apoftle has obferved in the epiftle 
to the Romans, (iii. 9,) “ We have before proved both Jews and 
Gentiles to be a// under fin.” ‘“ For (he fays) all have finned.” 
(23) « That every mouth may be ftopped, and all the world 1 

come guilty before God.*” (1g.) In another place, (Rom. vy. 13, 
19,) the apoftle fays, ‘‘ As by the offence of | one, judgement came 
upon all men to condemnation ; fo by the righteoufn 13 of one , the 
free gift came upon all men to juftitication oF life. lor as by one, 
man’s difobedience, many were made finners ; fo by the obedience 

of one, fhall many be made righteous.” Every fmatterer in Greek, 
knows that the words os ToAAos, Mean fee ma ly, i.e. in fcripture 
language, mankind in general, all men. As iure then, as the me- 
ritorious obedience of Chrift, and his fubmitiion to the death upon 
the crofs, is the appointed method of atonement and propitiation, 


e- 


for the fins of the whole world, as = as ** Chrift Jefus came into 
the world te fave finners,” (1 ‘Lu .15 ») fo fure is it that in Adam, 
all have finned, and that in Ad seat alldie. “ As by one man, fin 


- = a os aia 


* But Mr. Edwards, in his § Defence of the Chriftian doétrinc ¥ original fin,” 
in reply rel ee Part il. ch. 3. feét. 3.) has clearly and fatisiaétorily pr ved, 
that by ** we” . Paul means the Jews, of whofe n itian be was, and by the 
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entered into the world, and death by fin, fo death paife 


men, for that all have finned.” (Rom. Aa) . 
might with equal corre€ tnefs have been tr anflated in wher, i. e. in 
Ad: am, in whom, all have finned. But not to multiply particular 
texts, I think the general tenour of {cripture is clear in favour of the 
doctrine. This may ferve to obviate Mr. B’s. ftatement of this does 
trine, as “ a pharafaic tradition, (See his note. Pp. 241,) and cons 
trary to our Lord’s own declaration, in reply to a queftion propofed 
by his difciples, concerning the man blind from his birth.” But, 
with fabmiffion, I am opinion, our Saviour makes not the fmalleft 
allufion to original fin. 

The import of the queftion was this, “ Why was this man. bom 
blind, was it on account of his own fins or the fins of his parents ?” 
Our Savour’s reply is to this purport, “ It was not on account of his 
own fins, (hereby obviating the notion of the foul’ 
and tran migration, which many of the Jews, and poihbly fome of 
his difciples, believed,) or the fins of his parents, that he was born 
blind, but for this, th: it the works of God fhould be made manifeft 
inhim.” When, afterwards the Pharifees charge the men with beir 
*¢ altogether born in_ fins,” it does not bs ages upon what ground they 
made ufe of that expreflion, wheth "as raving received the notion 
from their ancettors by tradition, or as having collected it from the 
genuine fouree, the writings of Mofe 
fectly unwarranted in calling it “ a Pharifaic tradition directly con- 
trary to our Lord’s own decharati yn.’ Our Lord, as it appears, nei- 
ther affirm 
preflion the Pharifees employ, cdc, “ altogether,” thoroughly 
completely, from head to toot, the whole man.—But a denial of, 


he words 


‘ pre-¢ xiltence 
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~ ae ; — . ne 2h be foeurn hLe sour itroane _Y 
irms nor aenies if. And itis obpiervabie, how {trong an ex- 


the corruption ef human nature was a preliminary ftep neceflary to 
- beg cea a nial of the atonement and propitiation made by the 
death of ¢ rift , his pre-exiftence and deity, .and the influence of 
the ho! * I] ie © none of which doctrines, fays Mr. B. (v. 170) are 


true * Bes or derive the leaft countenance from the Chrutian 
Scriptures.” For the pre-exiltence of Chrift, f will only meution 
his own declaration, “ before Abraham was, I am ;” and his prayer 
to the father, a thort time before he was about to leave the world, 
«< Now, O Father, glorify, thou me with the glory which I had witl 

1 


thee before the world was.” In fhort, if after reading the whole 
of St. John’s Gofpel, (which I prefume makes a part of Grietbach’s 
edition of the New Teftament) any man can doubt the pre-exiftence 

nd divinity of Chrift, I mutt be allowed to fay that I much marvel 


a 1a 

at his unbelief.—Mr B. obferyes, (See note, rp. 214,) that the word 
rendered prepifiation, (Rom. iit, 25.) has no other fenfe in the fac red 
Writings, than that of amercy-feat. ‘This may be true with! 

to the Old Teftament, but is not fo clear as to the New. Mr. B. 
as a fcholar and a biblical critic, muft know that, by a very com- 
mon figure in rhetoric, the name of the thing fignifying, is fre- 


- ? - 
quently apphied tothe thing fignitied, thatthe type and the anti-type 
are fometimes expreffed by the fame word, that the caufe and efett 
are often ufed promifcuoufly, and that the writers of the Nev lei- 





| 


an 








we 


= or ™) ea 


sv 


fe 














Wakefield’s Greek Teflament—Belfham, ec. 62 





fament abound with inftances of this kind, in words adopted from 
the Old; that confequently the word sAasrngsor, which in the 
Old fignitie s a mercy-feat, isin the New Teftament not improperly 


gendered by a word denotin the effe&t of mercy, propitiation, re- 
concilement. Mr. Locke ebferves on this patlage, “ as the atone- 
ment under the law, was made by blood fprinkled on 1 the’ propitia- 
tory or mercy feat, (Lev. xvii. 14,) {fo Chrift is here fet forth te 
Be the real propitiatory or mercy-feat in his own blood.”-In another 

art of his work, (Pp. 69. 70,) {peaking of “ Jefus Chrift being at 
the right hand of God, making interceflion for us,” Rom. viil, 34,) 
Mr. B. obferves, “ the exact import of the phrafe (making inter- 
ceflion) itis very dificult to afcertain; probably the writer himfe if 
annexed no very diftizct idea to it. (N. B. .Sit. Paul annexed no 
very diftinct idea to what he wrote .| Atany rte, the litera] inter- 
pretation cannot be true, for God, an im ifinite fpirit, hath no right 
band at which Jejus can fland to intercede.” Iwill not, Mr. Editor, 
fo difgrace the learned world as to aik if fuch an obfervation ought 
to have proceeded from a fcholar and a critic; but I will only fay, 
that if a boy in the fifth form, at Eton, kad ventured fuch an obfer- 
vation in his exercife, I verily believe, he would mot have efcaped 
the cuftomary correction. —When a man is determined to deny any 
particular doétrine to be a fcripture doctrine, it is no very difficuls 
matter; if fuch doétrine refts on the general tenour of {cripture, 
Kill it is to be denied, becaufe no one particular text can be adduced 
as exprefsly maintaining it; if a particular text be fhewn clearly te 
fapport it, then the importance of the doctrine is too great to be 
admitted on the authority merely of a fingle text. Such -is the 
method in which fome anterprctors of {cripture have been known 
to argue, and have endeavoured to argue us out of every doétrine 
of revelation. But thele doétrin , and on too firm a ground to be 
fhaken by fuch arguments. 

And now, Sir, let me afk you, will the ferious enquirer into 
fcripture doctrines reft fatisfied with fach expofitors and tranflators 
as thefe? Wé§ill the world, do you think, be difpofed to grant that 
tuperior learning and wifdom, that greater ability in explaining, or 
greater fidelity in tranflating, the fcripture, are ‘the exclufive pro- 
perty of tuch perfons? Wiillit not rather conclude that they who 
iet up fuch an arr ogant claim, are but too apt to be * wile in their 


own conceits ? I-am, Sir, &c. 


CLERICUS ANGLICANUS. 
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Wr men of fupertor talents, improved by extenfive erudition, 
‘Y make ufe of their pre-eniinence in fociety to advance the 
eaufe of prejudice, and {trengthen the endeavours of irrational oppo- 
fition, we lament the degéneracy of genius, we execrate the profti- 


tution of acguirement, Vy hem we lee thele men tiny elting themfel yes 
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with the robe of office, fitting in judgement upon the talents and 


labours of others, and pron ouncing fentence, not in accord with the 
di {eri minat ing, unbiafied voice of e ices but conformably to the 
parti al fug yee) tions of their own pred ifpofed Opinions, I {ln 2 al] 
conviction, rejecting all ippeal ; ; then it is, that wi . nuch reafon 
we fufpr -€t the del linquency of their prnacoples 5 ; we pr to invef. 
tigate the tenor of their defi: ens ; and, having det teé ted <7 infidious 
fy {tem of mifreprefentation and corrupt \ waa of truth and honefty, 


we are induced to con ides in expofure of their numerous impofitions 
upon the intelligence and common fenfe of their fello w-Creatures, as 
a duty incumbent upon every ingenuous mind, and which demands’ 
its. foremoft and moit indefatigable efforts. 2 

To aconviction of the abundant fervice which focietyvould reap 
from fuch an expofure, (by much of the confequent evil flowing from 
the pernicious object of it being reftrained, and eventually, in great 
meafure, prevented,) we are indebted f for the manly and well-founded 
ftrictures of the Anti-Jacobin on the Monthly and Critical Reviews, 
Truth may then be faid to have its perfeét work when it is employed 
in refuting falfehood, and developing the intricate {chemes of « riminal 
diffent and interefted contention ; and well may that contrariety of 
opinion be deemed criminal diffent, which fets up the infidel phantafies 
of poor infirm human reafon in direct oppofition to the revealed wo id 
and will of the great God of Heaven and Earth ; nor can we think 
too vilely of that fpirit of contention which is ever medit: plans 
of felfifh, or of treacherous purpofe, againft the gener: aL welfare ‘of the 
ftate, and the internal peace of the community; and, as to falfehood, 

know that its end is deceit: whatever, cri tends to 
deceive and involve in error, may, in an oppofite fenfe, be efteemed 
falfe ; whether it be directly or indireCtly fubverfive of the truth; 
whether it operate in a fhamel lefs lie, or in the fubtle obli iquity of mif. 
reprefentation. 

The Critical and Monthly Reviews have been built upon the bafes 
of oppofition and diffent ; their oppofition has manifeited itfelf in the 
falfe ftatements of fplenetic contradiction, or in the more fpecious 
manoeuvres of uncandid mifconftruction ; their difflent declares irfelf 
in their felf-fufficient exclufion of thofe religious and moral truths 
which militate againft their own infidel doubts and imperious 
{cepticifms. 

Contftituted upon fuch principles, and actuated ¥ fuch motives, 
thefe Reviews uniformly applaud and patronize all literary productions 
that bear the charatteriftic type of the party ; this they effect by long 
extraéts of the fubjeé&t matter, accompanied by recommendatory com- 
ments of their own; and where they perceive that an extract will 

ive the lie dire€&t to their commendation, they have recourfe to 

general and indifcriminate encomium. Moreover, that nothing may 
be wanting in this honourable courfe of criticifm, fo worthy “of the 
literary counfellors of a learned nation, they enforce their pofitive 
exertions in behalf of authors of their own league, by a negative 
repulfe of every writer whofe head and heart difdain to co-operate 
with 
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with them: this they effect by dire€t and indire& cenfure; they 
either reprobate, in general terms, the general plan of the work, or 
they loofely quote fome lefs material paflage of it, and fo get rid of it 
in half a page ; or they feize hold of fome unfortunate, and, perhaps, 
fingle lapfe of expreflion, and, in the broad brand of Italics, protrude 
it to the notice of the reader; and, at the fame time, ftudioufly 
withholding from his information every more perfect and more efti- 
mable part of the book. 

That thefe are not the affertions of an hypothetical prejudice, allow 
me to prove, by directing your attention to fome inftances which occur 
in the Monthly Review for February ; critiques, in which the moft 
glaring outrage of the dignity of criticifm, the moft reprehenfible par. 
tiality and want of candour, are ftrongly marked, and arreft our 
notice even on the moft curfory view, 

Firft, then, to thew how careful thefe fophiitical critics are of 
appearing to condemn or oppofe the debauched phyfical reafonings of 
their theoretical compeers, they thus cautioufly exprefs themfelves on 
a dialogue in the fhades, between Lucian and Neodida¢tus, making 
part of a volume of Mifcellanies, publifhed by John Ferrftr, M. D. 
“ The topic of this dialogue is the new or Godwinian philofophy ; 
the dialogue is foort, and, we fuppofe, will not be deemed conclufive 
by the adepts in the fyftem which it is intended to combat.’? Now, 
Sir, let me afk you, may not fuch a critique, upon fuch a fubjec, 
be very fairly confidered as an indireét fan¢tion of the fyftem com. 
bated ? and as attaching validity to its fpecious tenets ? It certainly 
does not require the talents of Dr. Ferriar to expofe and confute the 
empty and iniquitous doétrine of the Godwinian faith, (if I may be 
allowed the folecifm,) but the Reviewers declare, that thofe talents 
have combated its ‘‘ mora/lity,’’ (as they are pleafed to term it,) witl 
all the force of ridicule and of more ferious difapprobation, and yet 
they fuppofe it muft be all to little purpofé: furely, if a writer of ac- 
knowledged learning and abilities be incapable of dete¢ting, with fuch 
powerful aids, the fallacy of a fyftem compounded of the groffeit 
crudities of a depraved imagination, equally at variance with reli- 
gion and morality, (properly fo called,) and even with its own idol, 

uman reafon; the profeffors of fuch a fyftem (if fo paramount to 
conviction as the Reviewers reprefent them) muft not only be the moft 
confirmed ‘* adepts’’ in all its flagitious principles and practice, but 
alfo the moft obitinate proficients in all the numerous ambages of mif- 
creant apoftacy, and profane ratiocination, Yet let me obferve to 
thefe Monthly worthies, that they would have proved themfelves more 
truly the friends of religion, which they pretend to be, had they taken 
the opportunity which this very fenfible and ingenious dialogue af. 
forded them, to cenfure, with that feverity fo richly due to all fuch 
pernicious doctrines, the difgraceful production of a dangerous writer ; 
they might have made an extra¢t from the abundant appropriate obfer. 
vations contained in the dialogue, and have adjoined their own com. 


o 


Tents, uniting with the author in condemning the diabolical theory 


altogether. I am apt to think that the page of their journal had thus 
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‘Been much better occupied than by the copious extrac which they 
have made from the lefs important article of thefe mifcellanies, tie 
poctry ; and which quotation had not, perhaps, been made, but for 
the political fling, darted from one of its lines, at the prefent well. 
merited exaltation of the Premier above his oppofite, the demagogue 
of party ; but for this, there is toomuch reafon to fear they had lett 
the Doctor’s mufe to herfelf. 

May we not, in fome refpect, account for this ambiguous demea- 
nour of the Reviewers? ‘They are, perhaps, aware, that the mort 
numerous thefe unreftrained dogm is continue to be, the more attacks 
has the eftablihed religion of this country to repel ; they, therefore, 
forbear to difcountenance any of them, trufting, that by pufhing for- 
ward the fap in various direétions, ‘ the foundations will, at length, 
be cat down.”’ 

The 41i{t article of the Monthly prefents us with a fide view of the 
indulgent difpofitions of thefe critics towards the common enemy ot 
the human race, in their critique upon the well known publication ¢f 
© Copies of Original Letters from the Army of General Buonaparte.”’ 

As the glory “of the victory which put thefe letters into our pof- 
feflion cannot be difallowed, they fee content to admit it; and, as 
“the authenticity of the letters themfelves is unquefionab le, they do 
not pretend to’ deny it.— But mark, Mr. Edi beats the gentlenefs of 
the epithet attached to Buonaparte’s unprov oked attack and mur- 
derous pillage! it is called ¢ Buonaparte’ s ai/d Eeyptian axpe- 
dition’ ’-—wild !—what, I fuppofe, it is bold, unthinkingly brave ; 
it is hazardous, it is charatteriitic of the wildnefs of a youthful cor- 
queror—in fhort, it is a wild expedition in the beft acceptation of 
the epithet-—I may be pamdoned, I hope, in differing from thefe 
compaffionate creatures, if I thould think the worfe fenfe of ** wild’’ 
to be the more appropriate, and call it favage, brutal; for none but 
the aui/d, the fcalping cannibal, could ever have fo faviigely glutted 
himfelf with the miferies of man, 

‘The Reviewers then proceed to obferve, in their way, that ‘ rhe 
author has takew efpectal care to evince his loyalty, zeal, and pa- 
trioti/m, by @ torrent of execration, which he unceafingly pours out 
againft the commanders of the army of the Eaft, and the exifting 
rulers of the French ni ation in general, **__ And can the re exitt objects 
more deferving of the execration of loyalty, of 7.02 il, of patriotifm ? 
Are not the ravages of rapine, fire, and fword of thae commander ; 
are not the confifcations and murders of thofe relers, worthy of all 
the execration that can be poured out, in unceafing torrents, from the 
‘mouth of every friend to the human race ? HH, indeed, the waliet has 
taken ‘6 e/pectal care’’ to {peak of fuch pefts of the world as they 
deferve, thefe Reviewers are, all along, efpecially careful to fcreeny 
to palliate, to excufe their enormitiess Yes , Sir, it is worth while 
to remark, how fofily, how tenderly, how fmoorthly, does the exte- 
nuating voice of their “ Libe ‘rality” bemoan — amet 


in the molt dev aitating period of the world. ‘* For the honour of 
human natures it were ta be weed," fay they, © me our contte 
nentat 
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nental enemies had not afforded him fuch incontrovertible occafions as 
they have done, for the exercife of his diftinguifoed talent at 
envedive,”” 

O, the candour, the fenfibility of thefe worthy journalifts !—No 
doubt, had it not been for this flight ftain of murder and rapine, thefe 
continental enemies had been perfect models of liberal philofophy, of 
generous civifm, of enlightening freedom! and, indeed, as they 
have done nothing more than denied their God, guillotined their 
King, and enflaved their country to their own defpotifm, by fetting 
it free from all regular government ; as they have only violated the 
ftricteit treaties, plundered and depopulated whole kingdoms, flaughe 
tered the innocent, and {pared the guilty ; having only been betrayed 
into thefe trifling peccadillos, © it were to be wied, for the honour 
of human nature, that they had done nothing elfe-to bring upon 
themfelves this author’s invective.’’—What ! for the honour of Lumax 
nature only ?—No; we ought to read, ‘* for the honour of that 
atheiitical philofophy which filled the heart of Satan with rebellion 
againft his God; for the honour of that exalted contempt of the 
grovelling ties of natural affection which taught Cain to dip his hand 
in the heart’s blood of his brother ; for the honour of that free-born 
{pirit of equality which nobly levels all dittinétion of good and evil 5 | 
for the honour of that glorious liberty which frees the mind of man 
from all the tyranny of religions morality, and virtuous fentiments’’ 
— Yes, for the honour of a fyftem thus greatly exclufive of every juft 
and facred principle, it were to be withed, that the atrocious excefles of 
its advocates had not affrighted the foul of the world before it had 
been wholly fubjected to their purpofe. Honour is the offspring of 
virtue and mercy ; read, then, the long extended, black, and bloody 
catalogue of the maflacres that ttain the name of Frenchmen, and fee 
with what contemptuous difregard they have fpurned it from them.—- 
And is it for the * 4oxeur’’ of human nature only, that it were to 
be wifhed the deilroying hand of Gallic violation had been ftayed ? 
Can we imagine that the mancs of its numerous fons and daughters 
will be fatistied with fuch cold confideration ? O thou demon party, 
thine icy heart is cafed in the phlegm of prejudice, impervious to the 
mild beams of generous cominiferation! Deteftable philofophy, that 
teacheit how the end juitifies the means, and thus uniteft extremes the 
very Devils would tremble to be involved in.—Ah! will not the 
honett feeling heart exclaim in the language of that juft indignation 
which {wells it even to burfting—** It were to be withed, it were 
devoutly to be wilhed, for the fafety, the welfare, the exiftence of 
human nature, that thofe extirminating fiends had, long ago, fatiated 
that vengeance which the flaughter of thoufands, and tens of thou. 
fands, imperioufly demands !” 

But I turn from the fickening reflection that Chriftians, that 
Englithmen, can fo degrade the intellectual chara¢ter, and call your 
attention to the 45th article of this Review :—** An oblique View of 
the Grand Con/piracy againf? Social Order, €c.’? .'The ferpent 
tongue of this Review is again darted at the Porcupine, which has 
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fo long and fo ferioufly annoyed it. This poreupine guill,’” fay 
they, ** can fcratch, but it cannot write.” If it can always write 
as well as this fpirited pamphlet teilifics, it will be found, I fear, in 
the “fequel, by thefe critics, that it can feratch with fuch ‘effet as to 
leave a fcar in their integrity which can never be effaced ;—they go 
on to obferve, that © it ¢s mot their fault if the Anti- Facobin lites 
vature does wot amnfe the public.” No—it is not mot truly—for 
their falfehoods, their artifices, are fo plentiful, that Anti-Jacobin 
literature never wants fupply aT ley, indeed, have long ** amufed 
the public’’ with direct and indirect impofitions ; and fo much has 
the Anti-Jacobin to do to expofe them, that it never can be at a lofs 
not only to amufe in its beit fenfe, but to inftruct, to inform, and 
to defend the public mind from the confpiracy which the publications, 
detected and arraigned by this author, have begun, continued, and 
with to perfe&t againft its tranquillity. —‘* We are charged,’’ exclaim 
thefe wounded journalifts, * by this, and by every unfuccefsful author 
af the party ia bis turn, with a confpiracy to bring his writing, and 
all that is valuable in fociety, into difrepute.’? You are not only 
charged, Gentlemen, with fuch nefarious defigns, but you are con- 
victed beyond efcape ; as well by this author, whom you are pleafd 
to term unfuccefsful, (in this charge moft completely the reverfe,) as 
by every fuccefsful writer of the party, againit whom all your mif 
chievous powers of mifre ‘prefentation and alfe conftruction have been 
calles forth.—In fuch writers, your pofition is amply verified, that 
‘ genius cannot be brought into di/repute ;’? bat this you know, 
Gatank. is not your fault; you have tried all that malignant 
criticifm could exert; the genius of Anti-Jacobin literature has, 
however, baffled your ftrongeft efforts. 

Thefe critics, Mr. Editor, have next the affurance to affert, (as 
rfonal teftimony to the truth of their maxim,) that Mr. Burke 

has been indifcriminately the object of their admiration and praife ; 
whether he wrote in encouragement of American rebellion at the 
beginning of that unhappy contett, or (as every truly patriot Englith- 
man ought to write) in oppafition to thofe principles om which the 
revolution of France has been maintained. Now, Sir, you will 
eafily imagine, that, in the firft inftance, whatever tends (I do not 
fay to ineite rebellious fentiment) but to involve our government, 
could not fail of meeting with their fupport ; but the laft part of 
their declaration you will, perhaps, be difpofed to contend the truth 
of, efpecially when, by turning over a fingle page of their critique 
upon Mr. Burke’s admirable letter on the French rev olution, the moft 
pofitive contradiction of their affertion ftares you in the face; not a 
fentence {carcely pafles your eye without the watch words pre} judice, 
illiberality, &c.; and as to their fhadowy praife, fo obfcured is it 
by a multitude of difquality’ ing epithets, that condemnation could not 
have th: aped itfelf in language more effective of its purpofe. Nay, I 
will go farthe r--betore that publication appeared, they were accuf. 
tomed to opprefs its exalted author with every honour: able appellative ; . 
but no fooner did he dip his pen in oppofition to their cradled favourite, 
(the 
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(the revolution then in its infancy,) than they dipped theirs in gall ; 
and ever after, if the name of Burke was written by it, it was blotted 
with reproach.—And moreover, no fooner did Tom Paine’s charlatan 
reply intrude itfelf upon the world, than they ftrove to eftablith it by 
exerting the whole itrength of their journal in its favour—-Copious 
extract— applauding comment—infinuating application; they even 
yielded to the fophiftry of the rebel ftaymaker that palm which they 
denied to the dignified truths of a Burke ;—but this noble champion 
of his country’s weal fpurned the unworthy conteft, and defpifed the 
* yaunting arrogance of fo vile a competitor. 

The 53d article of this number prefents us with a long, and, in 
great meafure, a well deferved eulogium upon a Vifitation Sermon, 
by Francis Wrangham.—* Rome is fallen.’’ 

The Reviewers begin with afferting, that this /ermon avild 
refic? confiderable credit upon the author.’’—Whatever credit he may 
be entitled to from the clailical ftyle in which this difcourfe is certainly 
written, and the knowledge of compofition which it manifefts, yet I 
hope I fhall be pardoned it I cannot think the following opinion any 
addition to his literary credit, or any proof of that critical jujitice’’ 
which the Reviewers afcribe to him.— “ The Apocalyp/c,’’ lays this 
gentleman, 75 @ compofition barbarous even to foleci/m in its ftyle, of 
an involved and intricate conftruction, and leaden with dark and 
apparently wild allegory.’’—¥or this opinion, thefe critics ftamp 
him with the brand of their party, dberality, candour, and generofity 
of fentiment ; © they don’t know which to praife the moft, its learn- 
ing, or its manlinefs ;” its learning is undoubtedJy confpicuous in his 
manner of treating the general fubject of his difcourfe ; and his man- 
linefs is equally apparent in the juft authority of the didadtic part of 
it.—But in the above opinion of the Apocalypfe, his learning feems te 
partake too much of that * kvow/edge which puffeth up ;’’ and, as 
a Minifter of the Proteftant faith, his manlinefs is not well exerted in 
oppofition to a canonical book, which has been received by Pro- 
teftants as the revelation of the fpirit to the beloved difciple John :— 
‘its compofition is barbarous,’? fuys Mr. W. “ even to folecifm.”” 





4 — That pious paftor of our church, Dr. Horne, whofe learning and 
judgement may both be allowed equal to Mr. W.’s, without at all 
: detraéting from the latter, feems to be of a widely different opinion, 
+ in his admirable difcourfe upon the Advent, from the following text, 
4 taken from the 7th verfe of the 1 chapter :—‘ Behold he cometh 
h with clouds, and every eye fhall fee him, and they alfo that pierced 
1c him, and all the kindreds of the earth fhall wail becaufe of him. 
ft Even fo. Amen.” 

. “ There is fomething,’”’ fays this good Prelate, ‘* wonderfully 
> awéul and affecting in the fhort defcription the text gives us of Chrift’s 
ut advent to judgement: the beautiful manner particularly in which it 
" is introduced is worthy notice :—St. John having occafion to men. 
f tion his dear Lord and Mafter, at whofe command he wrote this 
a Epiltle to the churches, fired and tranfported at the glorious name, 
as funs On with amazing rapidity, enumezating the bleflings of the 
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redemption which is by him ; and having carried him from bis crofs 
to his throne, and afcribed all glory to him fitting upon it, imme- 
diately he fees him in the clouds, and breaks forth in the words of 
the text. The whole paffage runs thus: ‘ John to the Seven 
Churches which are in Afia, grace be unto you, and peace from him 
which is, and which was, and which is tocome ; and from the feven 
fpirits which are before his throne ; and from Jefas Chrift, who is 
the faithful witnefs, and the firtt begotten from the dead, and the 

Prince of the Kings of the earth; unto him that loved us, and 
wafhed us from our fins in his own blood, and hath made us Kings 
and Priefts unto God, and his father ; unto him be glory and domi- 
nion for ever and ever. Amen. Behold he cometh!’* Is there 
any thing barbarous in the ftyle of this even to folecifm? Nay, 


were all the paflages of fimilar beauty, and expreflive greatnefs of 


ftyle, extracted from the book, in contradi¢tion of Mr. Wrangham’s 
opinion, there would be but a very little, indeed, left to fupport this 
affertion of his ; it muft fall to the ground, as favouring more of the 
felf-fuffictency of modern criticifm than of that knowledge of fcrip- 
tural originality of language, which ought to make one of the firtt 
acquirements of a divine. Give me leave to point out one of thefe 
fimilar paffages from the 6th chapter, 12th verfe :—* And I beheld 
when he had opened the fixth feal, and lo, there was a great earth- 
qnake ; and the fun became black as fackcloth of hair, and the moon 
became as blood ; and the ftars of heaven fell unto the earth, even as 
a fig-tree cafteth her untimely figs, when fhe is fhaken of a mighty 
wind ; and the heaven departed as a fervll, w hen it is rolled together ; 
and every mountain and ifland were mov ed out of their places ; and 
the Kings of the earth, and the great men, and the rich men, and 
the chief Captains, and the mighty men, and ev ery bond-man, and 
every freeman, hid themfelves in the dc ns, and in the rocks of the 
mountains, and faid to the mountains and rocks, fall on us, and hide 
us from the face of him that fitteth on the throne, and from the 
wrath of the Lamb: for the great day of his wrath is come, and 
who thall be able to fland ?” 

I will content myfelf with marking the chapters; whence, ] 
think, entire refutation of this part of Mr. W.’s charge will follow. 
it would be tedious to extract the paflages themfelves, and, as I 
truft and hope the Bible is not far from any of your readers, a refer- 
ence to the following paflages will convince them.—vii. chap. 14th 
v. the whole of the xiv. chap. xv. chap. 3d and 4th vs. the whole 
of xiii. chap. more particularly from the roth to the 16th vs. xx. 
chap. from the r2th v. to the end. xxi. chap. from the rit v. to the 
oth. xviii, and xix. chaps, xxil. chap. from 6th to the end. Let 
Jiterary candour read thefe paffages, and I think it will be difficult 
to find out that barbarifm of ftyle, in which Mr. W. fo unhefi. 
iatingly contounds the whole book at once. 





* Bihhop Horne’s Sermons, WoL, tp Pe 164. 
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I is next “6 of ax invalved and intricate conftru®ion,’ and what 
my tery is not? even the moft notorious hypercritic w ould not have 
a it this accufation againit fo my fterious a pany as the book 
in queition. 6 It is loaden too with dark an 1 apparently wild al. 
legory.”’ ‘This word apparently” is a feafonable qualification, of 
] Seid have been almoit induced to believe that this gentleman 
thought, or would wish others to think, as he wrote, which I hope, 
for his own fake, he did not altogether, The Revelations of St. 
John, the authenticity of which has been admitted by the concur- 
rence of many of the moft refpectable writers of the firft centurics 
quoted and referred to by them, as the awful difpenfation of the God 
of Heaven and Earth, reveale d, by the. Spirit, to the Apoftle John : 
this book, allowed and receis oa as genuine and canonical by the 
fathers of the Church, Irenwus, Clement of Alexandria, Tertullian, 
Origen, Cyprian of Carthage, is condcained by Mr..W rangham, a 
proteitant clergyman of the eighteenth century, as a 6 w/d,’’ that 
Is, an uncouth, unconnected, .extravagant, inconfittent, merely ima- 
ginary ‘ allegory.’’ And this thefe Reviewers call * liberality,” 
* generofity of fentiment,’* “ learning,’? €€ manlinefs and critical 
juitice.’”’ "To fupport his own judgment Mr. W. fubjoins, in a note, 
the opinions of feveral learned men, but I fee not that they have any 
where ventured on fo hatty a decifion as himfelf. Of the moderns 
Dr. South is quoted, as aflerting, that * the Apocalypfe either finds 
a man mad or leaves him fo.’? Dr. South was remarkable for his 
wit and farcafin ' neither ef which is ‘yom to fu :pport the clerical 
character ‘Save ly this is not the molt appofite authority which our 
author’s judgement might have felected for the maintenance of his 
charge, for I cannot underftand how the co: npofi tion of any book is 
infault, becaufe it finds a man mad; and the affertion that it makes 
aman mad, r is, I believe, never been inftanced. At all events the 
Multiiuce of fcepitcal dottors of the prefent age feem likely to de- 
fend it from every other infanity bat their own; fo that I hope we 
need not mu h fear Dr. South's affertion being verified, 

I will ne OWs with your leave, quote an opinion of that revered 
man Sir IGac Newton; to whofe authority our reverend Author has, 
perhaps, been in the habit of iclding his own, when a ftudent of 
his philofopl cal labours 

Sir Ifaac. who was th horough ly perfualed of the truth of Revela. 
tion, and ftudied his Bible with Aaa greatelt anplication, thus hum. 
bly exprefles himfelf on the fubject flees US. 

“It is a part of this prophecy that it fhould not be underftood be- 
fore the laft a: ge of the world ; ow therefore it mak esy for the credit 
of this prophecy » that it thould not be underitood,’ 

He then goes on to meet the fenfe of our patie in that port of 

his d lifcourfe w here he visa 4 proj erly exclaims ac anit thofe notable 
dp iners who vain ly prete id to apply Vy, in circumftantial coincidence, 
tie myitical prefages of St. John to every fortuitous concurrence of 
general events. In this re preheniion every thinking perfon mutt 
read; ly unite with Mr. W. 
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“¢ The folly of interpreters,” proceeds Sir Ifaac, ** has been to 
foretel times and things by this prophecy, as if God defigned to make 
thém Prophets ; by this rafhnefs they have not only expofed them- 
felves, but brought the prophecy alfo into contempt. The defign of 
God was much otherwife. He gave this and the prophecies of the 
Old Teftament, not to gratify men’s curiofities by Scibling them to 
foreknow things, but tliat after they were fulfilled they might be in- 
terpreted by the events ; and his own Providence, not the interpretet’s 
be then manifeited thereby to the world; and there is already fo much 
of this prophecy fulfilled, that as many as will take pains in this ftudy 
may fee fufficient ends of God’s Providence.”’ 

hefe are the Sage’s words, He feems not to concur with Dr, 
South in his fplenctic maxim; nor does he like Mr, W, arraign the 
Apocaly ple, for being “ ‘barbarous in its ftvle, even to folecifin ; 
involved and intricate in the conftruction, and loaden with dark and 
wild allegory.’’ Accurate and irrefutable in ail the demonftrations 
of the important theorems which exercifed his mind, he unrefery edly 
admitted the great denonttrable truths of Rev elatic on. His know 
Jedge of propriety of language is fully proved by his own compofi. 
tions, yet this know ledge appears not to have dilcovered ia, barba- 
rifm in expreifion, that folecifm in words, for which Mr. W. con. 
demnsg thefe prophetic vifions of the Apoitle. Let me particularly 
call to this gentleman's notice the following part of the ~~ 
citation, ‘* There is already much of the prophecy fulfilled ;’ 
fo, does he not think the reft will be alfo? let him then look to th 
denunciation contained in the laft chapter of it, “ Jf any man foall 
take away from the words of the book of this prophecy, God foall 
take away his part out of the book of Life.’ And does not he take 
away from the words of this book who d tefpifes them as § barbarous, 
even to folecifm ;’’ and who ftrives to invalidate its authority by 
galling it ‘a dark and apparently wild allegory ?’? 1 hope, however, 
that this word ‘¢ zpparently,’’ may be taken to prove that his heart 
15 not wholly concerned, and that the full force of the denunciation 
is not levelled againft him, : 

Little, I fear, can be faid, for the Reviewers of this article ; 
they have been long in the habit of fcouting all myfterious * evidence 
of things not feen,”” all Revelation in every fhape ; no wonder, there- 
fore, that it fhould be deemed by them “:deral and manly, 1n any one 
who, in the remoteft fenfe, or by the unwary w anderings of his pen, 
@ilimilates his better knowledge with their inveterate fchifm. 


I am, Sir, 
Your moft humble fervant, 
SCRUTATOR. 
P. S. At a future opportunity I fhall beg leave to fubmit to your 


dstlbderaton fome few remarks on the Critical Review, exemplified 
by fimilor inflances. 
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MISCELLANIES. 


SCHISM AND SCHISMATICS. 


Dico et proteftor, ecclefiam fcindere non minus ele maluim, quam incidere ia 
herefim.——Cuirysos romus. 


UR review of Mr. Cadogan’s Difcourfes * has fabjected us to a 

feverity of animadverfion which we fully expected to incur from 
the whole body of fchifmatics, but which we certainly did wor ex. 
pect to experience from profeiled fupporters of the eft: thlifhed Church, 
Our motives we think mutt have appeared pure, onr zeal difinteretted ; 
and thefe furely fhould have fufficed to fcreen us from abufe, if not 
to protect us from cenfure, But we have lived long enough in the 
world to be proof zgainft aftonbment ; ; though, we confefs, that the 
conduct which we have witnefled fince the ettablifhment of our Re. 
view has excited in our mind fenfations to which before it had been 
a perfect ftranger. ‘The fharp venom of detected vice, the rancorous 
enmity of expofed Jacobinifm, the pointlefs fhafts of unveiled folly, 
the loud clamour of wounded intereft, the farcaftic refle@ions of 
malignant envy, and the fenielefs buz of infpired vanity, all proceed 
from. ana tural, though pollyted, fource: they, therefore, who hope 
to efcape them imuft have a very fupe rficial knowledge of mankind, 
The cafe is far different, when the flow fap of faithlefs friendthip is 
defcried ; when open commendations are followed by fecret flander ; 
when the lips promife fupport and the heart meditates deftruction ; 
when attack proceeds from a quarter where defence is a duty; when 
oppofition is experienced from the very men whofe battles we are 
fighting ;—~then, then furprize has a legitimate claim to excufe, and 
complaint ceafes to incur the imputauon of weaknefs. But the firin 
champions of TRuTH, pledged, from the beft of motives, to fupport 
the beft of caufes, we fhall perfevere in the difcharge of cur duty, 
unintimidated by threats, unfeduced by allurements, unawed by 
refiftance, unmoved by abufe, and undeterred by defertion. 

Indepe ndently of the a a ions which the review of the ar. 
ticle in queftion has excited, a note annexed to it, by a different 
hand, containing a refpeétful but folemn appeal to one of our Pre. 
Jates,t has been honoured with particular notice. His Lordthip, 
for whofe perfonal charatter, whofe unfeigned piety, whofe profef- 
fional talents, and for the amiable qualities of wh ofe mind none can 
entertain a higher re{fpect than ourfelves, difple: afed with our ftate- 
ment, but unwilling to enter into any direct eapienetiee with ws, 
though he knew from experience the attention which we are ever 
difpoted to pay to his remonftrances, has had recourfe to a circuitous 
channel for the conveyance of his fentiments on the fubje&t. Without 
flopping to enquire why tfluence was preferred to reafon on fuch a 
topic, we fhal] haften to give effeét to the application of a mott 
Tefpe table and highly ref{pected friend, and to difcharge a duty in- 
incumbent On US, by correcting an inaccur acy in one part of our 
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the interview between the = and the prelate, 


(fee p. 365,) the former did not, it feems, abruptly declare to the 
i Jatter that he never would read the prayer “for the fuccefs of his 
Majeity’s arms ; but aflumed a refpecitul and even fubmillive tance. 


$0 far, 


vad the prayer, 
which we notice 


explanation, and 


our fiatement may 
to ourfelves for fuch inaccuracy. 
dnvalidate our conclu! 
prielt went no farther than h 


and we take fhame 
attempt has been made to 
and fubmiffion of the 
Is tongue s he never did, he never would, 
which it was his duty to read, and the e: mn PY oii: 
“dt aGually tok lace. bbe entered into this 
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difel hare ed our dut y tot! fhall now bid 
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be , nt inaccurate, 
But no 
; tor, the 


ions refpect 
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Y public, Wwe 


adiew to this ungrateful * fubject, exprebiitir our fovereign contempt 


for the 
his Sovereign, c: 


heart fer: the pre 


¥ le -afure ’ and, 


individu: al, 


One other matter for explanation remains. 


who, to the profligac; y of refufing to pray for 
in add the meannels of bely ing the fontiments of his 


motion of his i In tereft. 
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The learned prela ite in 


\ queition concekving himfeif to have been attacked in the Review, for 
| having favoured the erowth of Schifm, by the encouragement of ; 


taries, has, through the fame medium, pe remptorily deni re 1 the fact of 
having given fuch encovragement, 
we trutt, it will be 
diocefe, and more particularly by fuch of thei as att ended the 
meetin? at Sron Cour 
all the reports which envy or m 


with 
of his 
late 
confutation of 
may have Tasted on that 


This desia/l we record 
confidered, by the Clergy 


1 and fatistactory 
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Ie is well known that feveral of the parithioners difapproved of the 
appointment of a lech urer, though they were weak enough to fign a 
paper in recomme ndation of Mr. Gunn, becaufe they far id they knew 
the Rector would reject it,—And, herefose, they made this come 
prem rife. a 

The Rettor of Chelfe: rejected Mr. H. a decent fair character, 
though legally elected by the majority of the pariihi ione TS. 

The Ree tor of St. Marg are:’s, Lothbury »reiected Mr. G, from a 
novel appoiutment, unelected by the ps ithides rs. 

Did the Bishop of the diocele interfere with he Retor of Chelfea ? 
Why then fhould he interfere with the Red’ tor of St. Margare:’s ? 

The one cafe was not near fo {trong as the other. 

Why fhould the church of St. Margaret’s be fixed on for an intru- 
der? Why might not the Cathedral ‘of St. Paul’s have been applied 
for? Here the right of interference feems to have been greater than 
in the prefent cafe. 

In the cafe of the late Reftor of Chelfea I have heard the following 
ftatement. As foon as the election clofed, fome warm, but not judi- 
cious, friends of Mr. H. fet off to the Rector, than at Reading, to 

afk for the pulpit. Mr. C. was not*ple: ded, and faid, £ Gentlemen, 

do you afk for the pulpit as a matter of right, or as a matter of fa- 
vour?’ They were embarraffled, and imprud: ntly intitted on the 
right, which Mr. C. denied. I have no doubt but the pulpit would 
have been equally refufed had they returned a different anfwer, 


CLERICUS, 





To the Editor. 
SIR, 

AS your obfervations refpecting the conduht of fome 

Reétors, during the vacancy of le¢turefhips, are highly int erefting and 
unportant, I think i it my duty to inform you of a tranfaction which 

reflects a peculiar difgrace upon a Rector of one of the moft populous 
parifhes in London. Ata meeting of the vettry to declare a lecture. 
thip vacant, he told them, that he thought it would be more conducive 
to the interefts of the parifh, not to “proceed to an election, but for 
him to pay an afternoon preac her out of his own pocket ; that if 
they chofe an improper perfon, he had, by the law of the land, a 
Negative upon fete choice ; and the vali of Cadogan againtt the 
parith of Cheifea was cited ay a cafe in point. The Veitry deter- 
mined that an election fhould take place, and feveral candidates 
preached their prol bationary fermons. As the Rector was fo very cir- 
cum{pect , it was very natural to have imagined that he would have 
heard the preachers, in order that he might decide who was the iittett 
perfon to preach to his congregation. However, he did not think 
Pr oper to attend the church, and at the day of election Mr. S. was 


fen by a con:derable majority. Mr. Gurney faying that the 
election was not le te and threat ening to bring it bef fore the King’s 
—_—, rly ) pT : te 
eenen, the Rector heatated for fome tune to fign Mi. &.’s certificate, 


to 
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to enable him to get the Bifhop of London’s licence. As the maio~ 
rity ot the parithio wis are of the lower clafs, they hed the effronte ry 
to fay, that they were certain that the Rector weuld appoint Mr. S. 
as the period of collecting the Eafter offerings approached. He did 
as they conjectured. ‘The Bifhop of C. went one Sunday afternoon 
to hear the lecture r, who preached near an hour, afterw ards they went 
into the Vettry, and his Lordfhip took occafion, for a confiderable 
tine, to reprove him, both for the matter and manner of his difcourfe, 
and faid, ¢ that he never heard fuch preaching in his lite.” I have 

related slsefe circumitances to fhew you how ijl the interefts of the 
eftablifhed church are confulted by thofe who are appointed its guar. 
dians. You feem to me in your laft Review to have blamed our dio- 
ce‘an more than he deferves.. He certainly is a timid man. But, ir 
mv opinion, the Reétors are more to be blamed than he. They 
wifh to throw the onus upon him, when the law has given them a 
folemn and decifive negative upon the choice of the people. The 
law has wifely faid, that ane fhall enter the Rector’s pulpit without 
his exprefs approbauon. Mr, Cadogan ated firmly, and confitently, 
in fuffering none but Calvinilts to enter dzs pulpit. Our tame pufil. 
Janimous Rectiors, like children, go to the Bithop to learn their leffon, 
and are afraid to do what is nght for the fake of a little temporal 
advantage. "The Bilhop of Cy. has difobliged the greater part of his 


parifhioners ; and, 1 am afraid, Sir, that whenever the election of 


Jecturers is in the people, our churches will be filled with Methoditts, 
and ry pure rational and fimple doctrines of the gofp el be difcarded. 
feel a peculiar degree of anxiety in communicating thefe obferva- 

tiers Ph oes the channel of your ‘excellent work, ond remain, Sir, 


A Bric na ta the Ci urch of Eugland, 


lo the Editor. 


J read, with much pleafure, your remarks on the Life 
ef Mr. Cadogan, in addition to which, permit me to obierve, that 
tt would be eaty to prove that thofe who arrogate to themfelves, 
exclufively, the ude of Evangelical Preachers, are net true members 
of the Church of E ngland, in doctrine; and are Separatits 1 in prac- 
tice. ‘Vhey preach up the doctrine of John Ca vin, tree, fovercign, 
diferimit nating a which are called the peculiar doctrines of the 
Goipel. No w what ia) 5 the Church of I nalnbd, founded on the 
diteral fenfe of the holy ry 04 >The child is taught to fay in 
the Catechiim, that * Chri t bath redeemed me and a// mons ind.” 
in the adminittration of the J ord’s Say per, the Pricti lays, “ the 
body and blood of Chritt, which were given for you’ —addrefling 
himielf individually to every communieant. ‘The. third article 
atferts that, “ Chrift’s offering once made is a pe rfect redempt orn, 
oropitiation, and {atisfavtion for all the fins of the whole world, 
both onginal and actual,” 
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If, then, the Calvinitic fenfe of Scripture fhould be the true 
fenfe, 1 would afk, how can the Pricft, with a fafe confcience, ad- 
mini !er the Sacrament, when he is perfuaded, as fome are, that the 
perion to whom he gives it and utters thefe words, is nota believer, 
becauie not pr.defiinated, and therefore, that the contecrated 
elements cannot do him good, but harm. 

Mr. Romaine was looked up toas more than a Bifhop: the writer 
of this was pretent when the following dialogue pailed betweea 
him anda youns man juft from Oxford, which was the firtt time 


he faw Mr. R.——Mr. R. “ Youare from Oxtord, Sir?”—-A, “ Yes, 
Sir.’"—R. C f ‘whi it college.” —A. ‘* Magdalen (¢ an ge.” —R. * Do 
you know Dr. Horne, the prefident? A.“ Yes, Sir, very well.” 


—R. “ I knew Dr, Horne many years ava, and he then knew 
me and my mafter. Dr. Horne fiicks now juit where | was 40 
years ago. I once went to hear him preach at Court, the fermon 
was Red leeming the Time, fuch ttuit, that IT would not have piced it 
out of the duit if it had been under my feet: not one word of 
Jefus Chrift in the whole.” I have te Idom witnetled a vreater in- 
fiance of incivility, {piritual pride, and infolent contempt ‘The 
young Acadeinic muti have been weak, indeed, if fuch abute made 
any impreflion en him. ‘The fermon in gue lion is before the pub- 
lic. (See Vol. I]. pe. 239.) Let any one read it for himfelt, and 
he will experience no lofs of time. Jf it was not a fort of an 
infult to the memory of Dr. Horne, J would defire any one to 
compare his Commentary on the Pialms, with Mr. Romaine’s Com- 
mentary on Solomon's Song. Cne of the Reviewer's faid on Mr. 
Remaine’s Life of Faith.—“ It was a pity that the Life of Faith 
fhould be the death of Common Sente.” But | would go farther, 

and iay, that the life of fuch Farru, fuch fo! itary, m ode mm, an- 
tinemian favs, is the death of all reafon, all pi lety, all humility, 

all meeknefs. A few favourite notions are denominated Faith, 
and this Faith is exalted above every Chritiian grace, and iy ex- 
clude every moral virtue; and yet this fhall be looe “dl on as doing 
the greateit honour to the Gofpel of Chrilt. LI knew Mr. Romaine 
well. He had certain abilities; but he was the idol and the tyrant 
of HIS people (as they were called): ¢hey flattered while they feared 
him. He infulted while he exercifed his influence over them, and 
received their liberal favours. He was a proud, infolent, peevith 
man. He loved money; though he would oocafionally do a gene- 
rous action in his own way. Gn being applied to relieve a perfon 
in much diftrefs, he rude ly difmmiffed the application with “’tihaw, 
what is that to me?” And the fame day fené the diftreffed perfon a 
iol, hote, 

A Friend to the Eftablifbment. 
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To the Editar. 











SIR, 


{* is but very r lately your Anti- Jac obin has come under my 
perufal, It would trefpals too much upon your room io pay 
the commendations it del lerves, and itis witht pleafure I perceive 
that, 
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that, not a few of the leaven of the old me of laft century gnafh 
their tecth at it, and {mile horribly a ghaftly grin. In one of the 
numbers I have leen, there is a fomething which would put on the 
fhape of a defence of the Quakers. 

Are there any men to egregionfly abfurd (not to ufe a harfher 
expreffion) as to deny that every member of a comm unity who is 
enriched under the proteétion of, and fecured in his prope rity by, 
its government Oug shit to contribute to the defence of that com- 
munity and government ! ? Yes, the Quakers. And their objeftion 
is confcience, a very convenient quality ‘for feveral defcriptions of men 
befides them. Without deicending to perfonality, I fhall confi- 
der them only collectively, as a body, whofe principles and tenets 
were originally derived (but fince confiderably altered) from the 
moft horrid bafphemer and impoftor that ever infulted the under- 
ftanding of mankind, not excepting Mahomet himiclf. 

Upon the occafion of their refuling to contribute towards the 
defence of their country it may not be improper to confider a 
ther this delicate confcience of theirs be not the offspring of avarice 
rather than principle, I will afk thema few queftions. Do th ey 
confider George Fox their original founder? Do they believe that 
he was inipired, as he himielf pretended? If they do, let us hear 
what George fays upon the fubje€t of war. 

In his letter to Oliver C romwell, he adviles him to make war 
upon the Turks, and the all of Europe: his words are thefe, * O, 
Oliver, thou fhouldft not have ftood trifling about {mall thing 
Do not f{tand cumbering thylelf about diriy Pri Rs.’ had he taken 
his advice, he adds, ** Ho Handers had been thy fubjed fits. Germany had 
given up to thy will, and the Spaniards had quivered ikea dry leaf: 
the King of France fhould have bowed under his neck, the P ope 
fhould have withered as in the winter, the Turf in all his faénefs 
fhould have fmoaked ; thou fhouldft have crumild nations to duft, 
therefore let thy foldiers go forth witha free and willing heart, that 
though mayelt rock nations asa cradle. Fora mighty work hath the 
Lord todo in other nations, and their quakings and ihaking are but 
entering. So zs the word of the Lord God to thee, as a ted to thee 

rom the Lord God.’ Were isa famous dottle-holderto Old No 

Now the charge 1s from the Lord God thro’ his orecle G hadeal Fox, 
to Oliver, to let hes ldrers go forth. is this peace or war? Was it to 
fight or to preach ? twas to crumble nations to duft, to rock nations 
es acradle, Vhe letter was dated the 11th Month, 16 5g. But in 
their plea printed 1661, adiftance of culy two ycars, they fay, * fuch 
of us whole principles w ere once fo, ave changed even from that 
principle and praétice of going to war and fighting. ” Tt ts curious 
to remark ec circumftances of the two periods, and the caufes of fo 


fudden a chai ige of fentiment. A very fhallow obierver will im- 
mediately perceive, that when they h ad an Sppertunity to fs “At 
againit king sand dirty priefts, they would go forth as foldiers with a 


free and willing heart, but lo! wher ti is s and pri iclts obtain the 
dominancy again, they became as meek as lambs. 
The matter comes to this; Gr orge ox pretended to infpiration, 


and 
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and blew the trumpet of war: if the modern Quakers profels to 
follow his principies, they mult allow of war, #s one of his principles, 
taught him, as he pretends, from the Lord God, or they mutt confider 
him not infallible, but as an im} tous blaft heme and impoftor. 
l am, Sir, yours, as C. 
May 8th, 1799. T. COUNTERMINE., 
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To the Editor. 
SIR, 
A? it is fuMiciently obvious from the laudable principle on 

“X which your highly uicful Review is conducted, that your 
exertions in the caule of religion, and moral truth are prompted 
by a generous and lincere defire to fupport and preferve the peace 
and happinels of fociety ; I feel myfelf peculiarly gratified in being 
aWe to confult fo honourable a defign, by communicating an event 
which in fome meafure ferves to prove that luch worthy eliorts 
do not fail of efleét. 

In a Book-Society eftablithed in one of the eaftern counties, 
and confifting of Clergymen of the Eftablithed Church, the 
Monthly Review had long been received and read ; its authority was 
often referred to as introductory of many of the books which con- 
ftituted their literary colleétion ; and as its influence was correéted 
by the adimiffion of the Britifh Critic, the confidence of the focicty 
was not often abuled —fome few inftances had occurred before the 
Britifh Critic fhared its fway, wherein the principles of the mem- 
bers fuflered fome degree of violence from now and then being fur- 
prized with a produétion which in its political and religious tenets 
did aot meet their ideas of Civil and Ecclefiaflical Polity: but not- 
withf{tanding they were uniformly attached to that Conftitution of 
Church and State by which the prefent Government is regulated, 
they could. tolerate fentiments which did not exactly conform to 
their own ; and although they did not embrace them, they were not 
Jo exceptious as to refule them a portion of their reading. 

Since the Britifh Critic has been publifhed it has conftantly 
fhared in thé dire€tion of their hterary divifions: this journal was 
hirft produced at the beginning of the French revolution, with the 
avowed delign to counteraét the revolutionary fentiments of thole 
writers, who, mifguided by a miftaken zea] for Univerfal liberty, or 
impelled by a treacherous inclination to involve the well-modified 
government of this country in all the licentious diforder of mo- 
dern republicanifm, over-run the prefs with their pernicious doc- 
trines; attempting to take captive the fenfe of the people, and to 
jurprize them into affent by the plaufibility of their tenets. 

It was now that the Monthly Review began to unfold itfelf; its 
political and religious diilent bad already prepared it to meet more 
than halfway the innovating Ichemes of thefe writers; the lan- 
guage of its diflent was obferved to grow ftronger and more decided, 
and the partiality of their criticiim became more marked ; ftill, 
however, this fociety refufed it not tolerance, aware that the con- 
{ftitutional 
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ftitutional integrity of the Brith Critic would always afford a [afe 
refource and lecuse dependence ; whilft it became a matter of cu- 
riofity to trace the powerlels endeavours of the Monthly to render 
the well-deviled plan of its antagonift abortive. 

At length the Anti-Jacobin appeared, formed upon a more direét 
and comprehenfive fyftem of dete€&ion and defence: the mifchief 
was increafing, and means of energetic inveltigation and pofitive 
conviction became indilpenfible.-—Thefe the talents and opportuni- 
tics of the authors of the Anti-Jacobin could amply fupply: fupe- 
rior intelligence and extenfive information ftamped its pages with 
incontrovertible authority.—The Reviews of oppofition became 
the objetts of its deferved reprehenfion, and their falfchoods, their 
mifreprelentations, their partialities, were expofed to the public 
eye.—It will be almoft fuperfluous to add that the Monthly Re- 
view ftood conviéted with the reft. 

Then it was that the Members of this Society perceived how in- 
jurious the liberal reception which they had given to this Review 
was to the caufe of truth: the latitude of opinion which it encou- 
raged in religion, morals and politics, made it of dangerous ten- 
dency : the circulation which it promoted of books manifeftly 
planned, conftituted and publifhed to revile, debafe, and if poflible 
overturn the eftablifhed orders of this kingdom, rendered it in it- 
felf fubverfive of that religious, moral, and political reftraint fo ef- 
{ential to preferve focial tranquillity and unton.—They referred 
themfelves to its critique ; they found the Socinian, the Latitudi- 
narian, the Republican, triumphing in its journals.—A Prieftley, 
a Godwin, a Paine, there found fupporters, advocates; may I 
not fay, patrons. . 

It was time then that Clergymen of the Eftablifhed Church 
fhould no longer hefitate to evince them{elves the unequivocal ai- 
fertors of the dignity of their Lord, the defenders of his religion, 
the upholders of his righteou!nels, the vindicators of his precepts, 
the friends of their fellow-fubje&ts and their King.—The hour of 
vigilance and decifion was arrived: the queftion was no longer re- 
lative, andethe Month!/y Review was excluded by the unanimous defire 
of the Society from their hterary colleéton. 

They confidered that they were Clergymen of the Eftablifhment, 
and that befides their pofitive duties of ecclefiaftical and parochial 
fervice, they had other collateral obligations to acquit themielves of, 
the defence of good order, the prefervation of focial comfort : 
whatever therefore milrtated again{t either became the proper ob-~ 
je& of their cenfure. | 

Much of the mifchief which has embroiled fociety has been be- 
gun and continued by the circulation of irreligious and immoral 
writings; and if it be the duty of fuch men to oppole the pro- 
grefs of the fentiments profefled in them, @ fortiori, it is their 
duty to oppofe the authority which recommends them and throws 
them into circulation.—They cannot, perhaps, however devoutly 
to be wifhed, arreft the motion of the heart of the confpiracy, and 
{o put a ftop to its vital pullation at once; but they may, they cer- 

tainly 
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tainly can impede its progrefs, by cutting off {ome of the material ar- 
teries and fo circum{cribe the extent of its general circulation. 
Thefe form fome of the moft material of their collateral duties; fu- 

inenefs ariling from an ina¢tive depend ence upon thie fecurity of 
national eftablifhment, has too long laid our beil interefts open to 
the fecret and indefatigable defigns of our adverfaries.-—That nega- 
tive refiftance which wraps us up in the felffh folds of individual 
eafe and fafety, leaves thofe adverlaries at full liberty to plan, to 
frame, and execute.—They are daily increafing in their ftrength, 
whilft we make little or no addition to our force; which it is to 
be feared by their fecret operations and open attacks even now 
confiderably fuflers. 

We have {een a Porteus, a Landaff, a Daubeny, a of cary) advance 
with undaunted firmnefs to repel thole attacks ; we have {een their 
prowels, and fuccefs to their endeavours: {till if the hands of our 
leaders (although a hoft in themielves) be not ftrengthened by the 
colleéted efforts of the reft of the Clergy, that luccefs will only 
prove of partial and temporary confequence, or at beft, perhaps, 
will terminate in a fhort-lived and inferior advantage. 

Let me then be allowed to clofe this letter with one or two 
feafonable iuggeftions.—A Clergyman, be his {phere of attion con- 
fined or extenfive, be his {tation in the church exalted or fubordi- 
nate, has many opportunities of rendering extraordinary fervice to 
the general caufe of the eftablifhment; his education gives him 

ability, the religious and moral charaéter of his profeflion gives him 
influence, and “the general avocations of his parochial duties cen. 

ftantly prefent him with fubjects for his praftical attention : 
be it then his eipecial care to check the progrels of infidelity, by 
fortifying the minds of his flock with the firft principles of 
Chritian truths; let him not fhrink from the toil of explanation ; : 
but whilft he rouzes the attention of the well-informed, let him in- 
ftru@ the rnor ant, not only in the rudiments of the faith of their 
Redeemer, but in the purport of that fervice and public form of 
prayer in which the church teaches them to worfhip him.— Does 
the reftlels {pirit of fedition feek to fow the tares of difcontent in the 
minds of his flock, let not the paftor forget that in forming the 
real Chriltian, he muit make him a good neighbour and a peac eful 
fubjeft ; it would not, therefore, take him beyond the pale of his 
othce were he to ftrive to defend the unwary and the doubtful man 
from the defigns of the turbulent and crafty, and prevent him from 
being drawn into the agency of the latter, by expoling to the capa- 
city of his under ftanding, the falfe and {purious realonings which 
are made ule of to betray him, by detcribing to his conviction the 
reality of thofe advantages and comforts, of which his affent to 
fuch reafonings muft eventually deprive him. 

All this cannot be more readily effected than by ee ag ex- 
poling the circulation of thole books which are the et wines of ine 
fidelity and diflention, and by carefully diffeininating thole of con- 
trary tendency. 

* Fas eff ab hofe docert ;’’ we have feen the fecrecy, the peer 
mitting perlev erance with which the enen ies of our Church and 
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State have laboured to infinuate their principles, by the introdut. 
tion of writings which enforce them; why then fhould we be lefs 
active than they ; ; we, who have a nobler caufe to fupport—the 
caule of Religion, Morality, and good Government ?—The juftice 
of that caufe rejetts the delpeiable artifices of ftratagem, but if we 
carelefsly neglect our guard, and fufler our induftry to grow remils, 
the caule itfelf may fall, and we its advocates and friends may be ine 
volved in its ruin, 


CLERICUS. 


— —-_—_— FH 





To the Editor. 
o1R, 

THINK your correfpondent, under the fignature G. may be 

confidered as challenging us to bring axtlentic proofs, * that the 
dillenters are at prefent active in their holtility to our conititution 
in church and ftate;” and this induces me to attraét the notice of 
the public to the following, {lutement, for the truth of which I fhall 
contlider mySelf aniwerable, 

Ina poputous commercial town, at no great diftanee from Leeds, 
in Yorkthire. where the offici iating clergy are certainly not remavk- 
able for eny great deficiency in attending tothe dusies of their Ra- 
tion, a pericctly good uncerftanding | wd fubtifled for a number of 
years between them, and the refident diifenting minifters, “his 

yaptuilt minilter, in particular, with great apparent candour, attend- 
ed frequently at divine ferviee in the church; and the clergy had 


come ed, 1 believe, handiomely towards the haptilt mitben Into . 


oreien parts: though both parties, itis probable, exprefied with 
andour theiv diflerence of opinion, and that publicly, yet they ap- 
oma determined that the bond of peace fhould not he broken. 

Now this was exaétly as it fhould be; but a pernicious pamphlet 
which had the appo: rance of being circ wh ated tn pagnee a clandeitine 

sanner, aad that for a confiderable time, fel], at length, into the 
hands of the elergy. Great, indeed, in all p obability, muft have 
been their jurprize, when th ey Seteael that the circulator of this 
molign int book was that identical minvter to whom they had fincere- 
ly given the right hand of feliowthip, and with whom they walked 
in the houfe of God as friends. ‘Ihe beok confifts of extr.&s 
from the diffenting gentleman’s lettersto Mr. White; and the {pirit 
with which itts written may be collected from the following {hort 
{pecimen : —- 

* The chriftian wWigicn is an addrefs to the reafon and underftand- 
ingsof mankind: efias ifiments ave an addre{s so their prejudices and 
bafrons. ‘Phe lan guage of the chriftian rehgton is—prove all thingy 
hold fait that which is good: but that of the civil magiftrate ian 
lave proved and examiued for you, and untels you hold faft what! 
lave determined to be right you {] all be Ceprive ed of many tem poral 
idvantages ners: and, without doubt, perifh everlaflingly hereafter. 

‘Yo my apprehenfien tt contains, moreover, a num ber of intlem 
nu atory falichoods highly dugraceful to the fect which gave it bisthj 

a6 





._ oe . Poe, 2 YS | eee ee 











se ss tte 


ad 


ae 


d- 


Striures on the Diffenters. 83 


end when it was firft put into my hands I really confidered it as 
a violent Jacobin publication. Itis fuppofed to have been the 
production of a neighbouring private preis, which has already 
attained a character not very honourable to it’s poffeffor. 

Now, Sir, as 1 cannot attribute this tranflation to a nafty narrow 
undermining hypocritical {pirit in a man whom I really believe to 
bea chriftian, 1 attribute it, without hefitation, to a feCtarian influ- 
ence, which, in my opinion proves, in union with other collateral 
circumftances, that a democratic bias operates very ftrongly, and, 
perhaps, generally, at prefent, in the minds of the moft re{petiable of 
this detcription of diienters ; and one collateral circumftance I will 
with your permifiion, take the liberty to mention :— 

A gentleman of the fame place of wel! known loyalty had occafion 
for the fecond part of Paine’s Rights of Man, he inade his applica- 
tion to a f{tationer, one of the baptift’s hearers, a reputed democrat, 
for the book. The bookt{eller told him he had none.* 

“Have you not really, Sir,” faid the gentleman»—‘* No, Sir,’ 
replied the book feller.—-** Come, Sir,” Jard the gentleman, *“ don’t 
jelt with me, for I really want one.” The bookieller than flew into 
a rage, and jaid, ** Do you doubt my honour?” * Notat all, Sir,” 
replied the gentleman, and heldthe book up to his eyes, But, Sir, 
J will not avail myfelf of the advantage you have given me to in- 
jure you, if you will let me have one.”” The matter was now eafily 
compromiled; and the Gentleman is, I beiueve, at this day, in pols 
jellion of the Rights of Man. 

One farther obfervation is I think a fair one, of the two parties 
which pretty generally divide our book clubs--the diffenters, if 
they join either, are, I believe, almoft univerfally {een with the de- 
mocrauc party; the writer is mafter of one inftance where this isthe 
cafe; and he is convinced it is not a folitary one. It is, therefore 5 
devoutly to be wifhed that, inftead of endeavouring to vindicate 
their body from charges which are only too true, the loyal amongft 
the diffenters would exert their influence to reftrain a [pirit which 
they are, with propriety, afhamed of ; and which, I believe, to be an 
inftru€iive relic of that injudicious, not to fay, unchriftian, coalition, 
which took place no long time ago in oppofition to the teft aét. 
I believe, Sir, the charaéter of your correipondent is fuch that his 
word requires no verification-by an oath ; it is paft, and if his health 
_— he will fupport it. His hand writing is, as the-Monthly 

eviewer jultly obterves, too bad, when once Known, to be con- 
ceyled ; and his name is, with the Editor of the Anti-Jacobin, to be 
produced upon any proper occafion, 

The Diffenting gentleman’s letters were written by a Mr. Towe 
ood, pollibly one of the gentlemen whole names are mentioned as 

ing of the committee of the revolution iociety for the year 1792, 
Vide Rivington’s Annual Regifter for that year, Appendix to the 
Chronicle, p, 135, : 
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* The gentleman immediately upon entering the faop had covered one which 
had beca ict upua the countes with his hand, 
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I beg leave farther to afk Mr. G. one or two queftions with a 
particular reference to this fubjeé&t. bs it not within his knowledge, 
that fome of the Calvinifiie Diffenters have recently learnt, from con- 
meclrons in France, that their oprmions are gaining ground faft in the 
French army ? aud is it not within his knowledge that many of the 
fame oe page carneftly hope that a republic will eventually 
be cfladlifhea in conne€ion with the fame religious principles in this 
kingdom ? 

P, S. I found my claim to the ground I have taken the liberty 
to occupy at the outfet of my letter on G.’s own words. * It may 
however be urged that feveral among/t the orthodox Diffenters have 
been a@ive and ftrenuous in political concerns 1 am forry that it is 
true in fome inftances, but I maintam they are very few compared 
with the body of the orthodox Diffenters:”” and upon his remarks 
relative to Mr. Boucher’s Difcourfes. ‘The inftances I have ad. 
duced are not fele@ed from the young, and inexperienced; the mi- 
nifter cannot be much lefs than eighty years of age, and his hearer, 
¥fhould apprehend, certainly not lels—* than threefcore winters 
worn.” W.A. 





Fo the Editor. 
STR, 

HERE appeared, forme time fince, in that ingenious vehicle of 
infidelity, called the Monthly Magazine, a paper which 
roundly denied that the Scriptures ot the Old Tettament difcovered 
any trace of a pertfonal plurality in the Godhead. I fent to the 
publifher a demonftration of the falfehood ef that affertion ; but 
my pains might have been fpared. ‘The only notice taken of the 
refutation, was a hint upomthe cover of the next number, that the 
Monthly Magazine was not defigned to become a vehicle of theo- 
Yogical controverfy. You will probably agree, that the inference 
to be drawn from thete premifes is, that any thing derogatory to 
Chriftianity was acceptable, but that arguments in defence of i 

were inadmiflible to that Magazine. 

It gives me much pleafure that I am able to contraft with the 
above, the conduct yox have purfued, relative to the cenfures that 
have been paffed, in your publication, on the exertions ef Ditlen- 
ters in village preaching. By your impartial admiilion of argu 
ments on cach fide of the queftion, I hope your readers will b 
enabled to potlefs themfelves of the ground upon which it reall 
ftands. I defire nothing more than that they fhould Know the truth, 
and act accordingly. I have delayed replying to the papers inferted 
in your mifcellaneous department for February, partly becaute! 
thought almoft every thing advanced in them had been precluded 
by my former letters; and partly becaufe I expe&ted to have fees, 
in your Jaft number, fomething additional that. might have de 
manded my attention. Being difappointed in this refpect, I trouble 
you again at prefent, under the apprehention that a longer deli 
would be liab!e to mifinterpretation. + ect 
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G."s Defence of the Diffcnters. 85 


T decline entering the lifis with fuch an antagonift as the writer 
of that virulent letter (». 214,¥ of your tecond volume. He has 
{faved me the trouble and degradation of fuch a coatelt, by expofing 
the weaknets of his caufe in a manner that is acceflible to the 
comprcehenfion, I imagine, of all your readers. In order to ftig- 
matize Proteftant Diffenters with difaitection to the Britifh govern- 
ment, he is under the neceflity of lifting into their number, indi- 
viduals who have publithed their contempt of all revealed religion, 
aud of all focial worship. 7 am enly form, that he thould have 
been the occafion of introducing into the index of your fornner vo- 
Jume, fo tiriking an incontiftency as the following; “ Godwin, a 
Diffinting Minifter, v. 632. ‘ Gedwin declares no perfon in bis 
right fenfes will frequent places of public worfbip, v.91.” Whartl 
faid to you, Sir, in my &rft letter, which I did not then expect to 
ive in print, 1 now beg leave to fay to all your readers; PRoVEs- 
WANT DISSENTERS ARE NOT INFIDELS NOR DESPISERS OF PUBLIC 
worship. It is only by their a/tendance on public evorfbip that the 
jaw recognizes them as Diifenters; and it tolerates them only upon 
their profefling themtelves to be Chri//ians and Proteflants, and that 
they believe the Scriptures of tke Old-and New Teftament, as com- 
monly received among Proteftant churches, to contain the revealed 
will of God, and that they receive the fame as the rule of their doc- 
trine and practice. Stat. 19 Geo, III. cap. 44. If there be perfons 
who once were Ditienters, but who sow are infidels, to them the 
Diilenters may, with the ftricteft propriety, apply the language of 
the Apottle : “ They went not from us, but they were not of ust 
for if they had been of us, they would, no doubt, have continued 
with us: but they went out, that they might be made manifeft, that 
they were not all of us.” 1 John ii. 19. 

Your correfpondent X, writes ina manner much more becoming 
a gentleman and a Chriftian than the former; but I think, that, if 
he turns back to my firft letter, he will find, that it does not con- 
tain the, principal pofitions which he controverts. I never atierted 
that the religious mcetings in villages were held “ for ¢be purpofe of 
attaching people to Government.” p.217. I firmly believe that 
they have a tendency to render the populace peaceable and ufeful 
fubjects, under any form of civil government; but the purport of 
my letter was to maintain that thefe meetings were held purely for 
religious purpofes, and were by no means defigned, or adapted, to 
propagate tedition. Refpecting interceflion for the parochial clergy, 
I did not aifert it te be made geveral/y, or throughout the king- 
dom, at the village meetings ; not that I knew it to be : therwife, 
but becaufe I had not fufficient information to ferve for the ground 
for fuch an aifertion. I {poke exprefsly of the religious meetings in 
my own neighbourbood, that is, in Buckinghamthire and Bedfordthire; 
at teveral of which I have been a perfonal witnets of the fact; and 
at many others, | know, from ample teftimony, that the fame inter- 
Ceflion is ufually made. Your correfpondent has alfo inferted the 
Word on!y (r. 215) in meking a quotation, -where I had not ufed it; 
but I imagine this to have been inadvertently, and it rather obicures, 
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than changes, the meaning of the fenéence. I ftill affirm, that, fo far 
as my knowledge extends, it is chie#y in villages where no clergyman 
refides, and in hamlets, which have no parochial place of worfhip, 
that the Diflenters have lately begun to preach; and that they 
avoid places which are bleffed with pious and zealous clergymen, 
Ry the latter, ] do not mean thofe gentlemen, however refpectable 
otherwife, who generally omit, in their public miniftrations, the 
important do¢trines of the atonement of Chrift, and the renovating 
work of the Holy Ghoit. But I know not a fingle inttance of 
Diffenters recently intruding themielves into a parith, were thefe 
truths, which téey judge to be eifential to the falvation of finners, 
are clearly and ulual!y inforced in the church. | could produce 
ftriking fa&s of a conduct dire€tly the reverie, if there were room, 
or occafion, for alledging therm. 

The cafe of the Reverend J. Martin is cited by , in fuppport of 
the political cenfures paffed upon Ditlenters; but I think it is not in 
paint. I highjy efteem Mr. M. but his declaration at Broad Street 
was furely ill-juadged. When he bad intimated to his hearers, that 
he believed fome of them would join the French, if they landed; 
he reduced them to the dilemma, of either acquiefcing filently in 
the charge, or publicly refenting it. They adopted the latter; and 
all that it proves is, that they were unwilling to be thought dif- 
affesied to the government under which they live. 

If your correfpgndent B. M. apprehends, that I defired the truth 
of his ftatement, as to the number of placcs lately regiftered, and 
the poverty of the attendants, he miitakes my detign, All that [ 
meant to oppofe, is the conclufion, that he drew trom thefe facts, 
compared with the former proceedings of the Jacobites, who were 
the moft violent enemies of Proteftant Diilvnters at the conunence- 
ment ef this century. ‘This analogy, corroborated only by a pre- 
conceived opinion of Diffenters which I think erroneous, fvems to 
me fearcely admiflible, even as pretumptive evidence. My judge- 
ment of ihe defigns. and conduct of Proteftant Dilenters in the 
diocefe of Salil.ury, is formed upon my perfonal knowledge of 
feveral Minifters who refide there; and eipecially upon the printed 
teftimony of my excellent friend Mr. Kingtbury, of Southampton, 
whofe integrity and loyalty I believe to be unimpeachable, and 
who cannot be ignorant of what is done by his ntighbouring 
brethren. As to the declarations in the concluding paragraph of 
my firft letter, 1 beg the favour of B. M. to difprove the truth of 
any one of them. 1am ready to name a duvdred places, where the 
conduct is invariably purfued. 

Permit me, in clofing, to exprefs my hearty acquiefcence in the 
fentiment, expreffed in your firft number, that the department, in 
which you review the reviewers, is the moft ufeful, and moft neces 
fary part of your plan. ‘The excellent remarks of Metcellus, by 
which t was introduced, might jufily have precluded thote cen- 
fures of Proteftant Difflenters, which have arifen from clafling 
anong them proteifed unbclicvers of Scripture. Recommend: 
ing dhe attcation of all your readeis, to the obiervations of Metc!- 
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Letter from a Friend ta Truth. &- 


Jas on a paffage in the Monthly Review, in Pp. 317, and 439, « 
your firft volume; and hoping that none of your learned cor- 
refpondents will be regardlef of the Latin adages pretixed to that 
branch of your work, in p. 53. 

I am, Sir, your well-wither, 


G. 





—_— - 


Ona late Charge of Jacobinical Principles againfi —~-- Co. 
lege, Cambridge. 


TO THE EDIT@R OF THE ANTI-JAC@BIN REVIEW. 


SIR, 
VERY fpecies of mifdemeanour owes the complexion of its guilt 
j fo much to the circumitances which attend it, that we may 
fairly fay, a charge ot Jacobinical principles againtl one of ove moitt 
diftinguithed colleges, at a time like the prefent, is a charge of no 
mean account. Such are the fentiments which a late re port of a cer. 
tain fecret committee has awakened in every mind, that the idea of a 
feminary of education, which has always been looked upon as one of 
the very firt inthis:country, having been for feveral years paft in the 
habits of fettix ig the moft pernicious examples to our rifing generation, 
at an age in w! hich the impreilions they receive are of the. deepett con. 
f-quence, mutt have filled every well-thinking perfon with a degree 
ef horror, At the fame time that a focietv, which fucceflive genera. 
tions have been taught to confider with the | highett gratitude and ad, 
miration, which has afforded its foftering protection to fome et the 
greateft ornaments of eur hittory, as well as of our own day 5 and 
fattly, which is rich, almoft beyond example, in the endowmeats ed 
royal muniiicence, fhould, at a time when every exertion 36 roguifi 

Yor the fupport of good order in civil foctety, be found es, pable of 
fuch an example, bears cf rtainly upon the face of it a very paradox. 

acal appearance, 
itis, at any rate, an imconteftible fa@, that, in a volume litely 
offered for pu blication, and which is evidently the production of no 
contemptible feribbler, fuch a charge has been moit vehemently urged 
ina long and very eloquen: note. The tidings of an attempt like 
this, of courfe, fpeedily reached the Society ; “whos encouraged, as 
atis faid, by the words of Lord Kenvon,. evex truth may be a libel, 
threatened a profecution, and thus flopped ve fale of the book till 
the offenfive pailage was cancelled. How far they acted with pro- 
pricty ‘upon this occafion, it is not my prefent intention to enquire ; 
fuffice it for me, as A FRIEND TO TRUTH, and a lover of my Kings 
my country, and its conttitution, to fay that I was one of the for. 
tunate few who obtained a capy of the book in its original form, und 
that, from the meft difin: eretted love to fori iety, 7 am determined, 
by your permiffion, to examine into the validity of the charge ; and 
to endeavour to fhew wheiher the College in quettion, may flill be 
¢ntruited with the care of our fons, or whether, as we have been 
G 4 taughe 
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taught by this writer to fuppofe, we are to confider it as @ detefahle 
Facobinical College, where the rijing generation fee the moft pers 
nicious examples, in the adoption and conduct of thofe very perjons 
whom they are taught to re{pe& and imitate—examples which may 
make the age to come even more rucful of the confequences than that 
sn which we live, 

After a few remarks on the conduct of the Society to a particular 
gentleman, we are told, s¢ Ajas ! vain is the fearch for equity amid 
the party-intrigues of thofe /pruce, antiquated democrats, with 
which this Society is fo well ttocked, Long had their fpirit lain 
dormant, from the want of a proper opportunity to difplay itfelt; 
"rill at lat, fortunately, a pamphlet was publifhed in Cambridge, 
which called loudly for a profecution of the Author, by the better. 
difpofed members of the Univerfity. Upon the occafion of this trial 
—we relate the circumitance with a degree of horror—two mott con- 
fpicuous men in the Society, totally unmindful of the reputation of 
that very inftitution which raifed and feeds them, had the audacity 
to fit, in the eyes of the whole Univerfity and of the world, on the 
fame feat with the defendant, as abettors of his caufe ; and to prompt 
him with every contemptible equivoque and quibble, which would 
occur to their diftorted fancies, in extenuation of the mott glaring 
and thameful expreffions, And, what is even more remarkable—in a 
Society confiiting of fixty fellows and a mafter, ¢hree only could be 
found who would join in the profecution ; when the reft of the Uni. 
verfity, hardly larger in collection than this Society of itfeif, pro- 
duced rwenty-Four! No fooner was fuch a declaration of prins 
ciples thus publicly made, than the junior Sheridan and Erikine, the 
patriot fon of Earl Derby with his adherent Hornbys, and a copious 
hit of like-affecied Irth, flocked to this ftandard of inftruction, 
The examples they faw they followed with complacency, the very 
air they breathed was a grateful democratic medium, the very temple 
in which they knelt was trequently prophaned with noify Jacobinical 
harangues, the grateful eftervefcence of youthful warmth and youth. 
ful fancy ; and thus a neft of nes was built in the nobleft foun- 
dation of one of our princely Univerfities, where, ip fatal parental 
affection, are cherifhed the infant brood.” 

In his expreilion, /pruce, axtiquated democrats, the writer is evi- 
dently a copyiit of the celebrated author of the Pursuits oF 

ITERATURE, Who, in a note in one of his late editjons, applied 
thefe very words to the members of the fame Society, 

Refpecting the conduct of the two perfons alluded to on the occa. 
fion of Mr. Frend’s trial, J confefs it has always appeared to me to 
be open ta canfiderable cenfure, It is true, thefe gentlemen had been 
for many years in habits of intimacy with Mr. Frend, and therefore, 
we are told, it was an amiable weaknefs, if a weaknefs at all, to 
endeavour to fzrve him in a feafon of need, But let me afk, was not 
the friendfhip which they owed to this College, infinitely fuperior to 
that which any individual could claim from them—and ought not 
very fentiment taward fuch an individual, however warm, to have 
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Letter from a Friend ta Truth. 


been facrificed without a murmur, to the danger of injuring the 
college in the opinion of the world? To one of them who held an 
official firuation of infinite importance, it appears to me that this 
reafoning applies with particular force; and I am well convinced that 
his conduct, upon this occafion, very materially injured a fociety 
which it would have been his beit interett, as well as his duty, to 
have ferved as much as he could. 

The circumflance of only ¢4ree members being found in fo large a 
Society, to join in fo neceflary fe gp Sa is likew ie a ftriking 
one toward itigmacfing the Societ} in general with the pith et of 
Jacobinical, Thefe three were the Rev, Meffts. K », R——n, 
and P———h; gentlemen, I underftand, the goodnefs of Ww hole lives, 
and the re fpectability of “whofe attainments, entitle their names to be 
recorded for their very honourable conduct upon this occafion ; if only 
with a view toexcept them from the general ceafures which has been 
cafl upon their College, 

We come now to the circumftance of Meilrs, Sheridan and Erfkine, 
jun. Lord Stanley and the Hornbys, together with many like- 
affected gentlemen from Ireland, being entered of this fociety immee 
diately after the abov ementioned declaration of its principle. "This 
may, no doubt, have been the effect of accident, and I earneitly hope 
it was fo; yet, at any rate, the circumitance is ilriking ; and, 
when we recolle¢t in what manner the Jacobins hang together, and 
are, moreover, told that St. John’s College, with a fociety nearly as 
numerous, did no:, at this time, receive ove member diiting uifhed 
jor fimilar fentimenrs, what fhall we fay ? 

The heavy charge of the Temple, in which their prayers are 
offered, being frequently profaned with noify jacobinical harangues, 
isy I am informed, a very notorious fact; as well as that the prizes 
for the declamations have, for many years paft, been adjudged to 
compofitions abounding with democratic fentiments. A gentleman, 
who was prefent at the commemoration-dinner, fome years ago, affured 
me, that he was extremely offended by the indecency (in this fenfe) 
of an harangue from a Mr, P**** ; and that, upon converfing with 
an Under-graduate on the fubject, he was told, that fimilar offences 
againit decorum had frequently been committed—otten to the oy 
ragement of diftinguithed merit of @ contrary polit, cal perfuajion 
owing to the partiality of the judge, upon thele occalions, to the 
democratic caule. 


But I have already faid enough, and fhall only quote the con. 

clufion of the note 
** A noble Lord, ie lately defigned his fon to become a member 
of this fociety, upon hearing the character of its feniority, fent him 
to Chrift-church, Oxford, The determination was certainly wile ; 
and every nobleman and gentleman, who duly blends the feelings of 
@ parent with a juft fente of the circumitances of the times we live in, 
will think like his Lordthip, The fuperiority of Oxford, in the 
proper confideration of rank and gentility, 1s almoit proverbial; and 
even in Cambyidge, fuch, ia the true fpisit of their principles, a 
iC 
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the encroachments made in —— College upon thefe juft claims, that 
young gentlemen of birth and fortune will even prefer Johnian oggi/m 
to the fizar-notions of this fociety; while the fuperior care of St. John’s 
College, in rewarding merit, and the fuperior affiduity of her tutors 
and lecturers in the promotion of knowledge, will make parents gladly 
aequiefce in the preference.—Thus is, m fact, evinced an affertion 
which has often been made, and which we repeat with deep regret, 
(for we remember the fair foundation in her mid-day fplendour,) that 
Sr. Jouy’s, with an endowment and character infinitely lefs adapted 
to the exercife of the moft liberal policy, 1s rHE FIRST COLLEGE 
tw THE UNIVERSITY OF CamMBRIDGt.” 

Allow me to add, that the compliment paid to St. John’s ete 
as perfectly juft; and that, notwithftanding wenger sn of manners 
which is certainly too remarkable in the fociety, the pains which are 

taken by the inftructors to inttil ufeful knowledge into the pupils com- 
xitted to their care, and the affiduity with w me thofe initructors 
mtroduce and recommend them in the world, when fuch pains have 
proved effectual, are more commendably exemplary. 
{ remain, Sir, your conftant reader, 


AFRIEND TO TRUTH, 





To the Editor of the Anit-Jacobin Review and Magazine. 
SIR, 


N the Ant}-Jacokin Review for February laft, a perfon, under the 
fignature G, enquires, if, “in any inttance, the Proreftant Dif- 
fenters have avowed principles unfavourable to Monarchy ?”’ Pr: AY’y 
docs he not Know that the principles of all Diflenters are democratical, 
and is not every democracy, to its dependents, a tyranny ? Was 
there not a time when the Prefbyterians, being in power, not only 
deprived Clergymen of their benefices, but the laity alfo of their 
e{tat cg ? 

Tet this writer only read Pean Swift’s arguments on this he: id, 
which are very applicable to the pre fent times : ~ ** The Sectaries,”’ 
fays the Dean, attempted the three moft infernal actions which 
could peffitly enter into the hearts of men, forfaken by God—which 
were, the murder of a mof pions King, the defrudion of the 
Monarch ‘yy and the extirpation of the Church.” ~ Are thefe not 
tacts } >—takts which ought never to be forgotten, Then, query— 
whether the Diffenters have ever, in a folemn manner, renounced any 
of thofe very principles upon Which rhetr predeceflors then acted ? ? 
And whether any man, who is a fincere friend to his country, can, 
after cool reficétion, with to fee a power placed again in the hands of 
fo re'tlefs—fo ambitious, and fo mercilefs a faction, which, under 


the mak of hy pocrify, veils its diabolical defigns 2 
April 53) 1799. Ww. 


The 


gt 
The Rife, Progrefs, and Effects of Facobinifm 
(Continued from Vou. 1.) 


HE occafional writings inimical to the conftitut! ion of our church 
and itate, found powerful and fucce(sful auxiliaries in certain 
pr ‘riodical works of the times. ‘The Monthly Review, infinitely 
Auperior ¢4en to contemporary publications, hi id procured a vcry €x- 
tenfive circulation. ‘The literary ability with which it was conducted 
led many to overlook its tendency fo invariable as to imply intent, 
The juit and profound criticifins on great works of Jiterature and 
{cience, gave a currency to partial and fuperficial accounts of tem- 
porary productions. Pleafed and inftructed by their analyfis and re- 
view of the works of a Stewart, a Reid, a Gibbon, a Gillies, and 
a Robertion, readers too re idily admitted their accounts of the 
e¢phemerous pamphlets, fermous, and tavern consi (ions of faith, of 
fectarian republicans: at the fame time that the Monthly Review 
fupported anti-hierarchical doétrines, it countenanced the extrava- 
gant ideas of change in the ftate, derived from the writings of the 
three eminent republicans whom we before me: tioned, it celes 
brated the praites of ihe mot tritling panyphiets in favour of uni- 
verfal futtrage, as the moft profound effort of poll itic al p nil Nop 7. 
It quoted the moit plautible pulages, gave av arnifh to abtard onl 
pernicious doctrines, if for the fake of apparentimpartialty it in 
the detail of its remarks mentioned defects, it mentioncd thei 
{yvhtly, and took care to loofe fight of them tn its gener, il chara¢ter 
Sometimes the Reviewer would declare that a work of very hurtful 
principles, fentiments, and dottrines,* really did not meet his ap- 
probation, but would proceed to praife ftrouely particular parts, 
felect thofe moft animated, eloquent, and de lufive, fo as to lead his 
implicit votarics to think highly of the book sh b he himtel? pre- 
fended to diflike ; and, at any rate, to ftimulate their eurtofity to 
perute the work. If, on the other hand, a w ork tuade its appear- 
ance conducive to the preferyation of the exiting efiablithments, 
the Monthly Reviewer, inftead of examining the general fe ope ” 
the doétrines and reafoning would try to find out fome particular 
defect, make that detect the princip: al fubject of criticifin, and fo 
nutlead fuperficial readers, (a numerous clats, ; as to make them reft 
their judgemcnt of the wor k on that de tac he f part of it, and indace 
them to pronounce a verdict on the moft garbled evidence. Somes 
times it would change its mode and fpeak favourably of compofi- 
tions of an oppokite tendency, and unttvourably of thofe that mam- 
tained fimilar principles w ith itielt. ‘The praites, inthote initances, 
were generally managed in one or two modes, it was either beftowe j 
onfome fecondary conftituent, for inttance, on the literary merit 
of a work intended to be political; or withhold the pratte, if di- 
rected to the main object, until the circulation Was fo well aicer- 
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tained as not to be affected by the Reviewer's criticifm. When it 
blamed writings of its own kidney, it was generally thofe that were 
likely to be very ferviceable tothe caufe. Thus Ficlding reprefents 
a higgler as giving intormation againit poor black George for one 
ait of poaching, and tereening others, who were his good cufiom- 
evs, by repeated and pertevering efforts againft the laws of their 
country. 

‘Lhe Analytical and Annual Regifter laboured in the fame fervice 
with equal zeal, but much lefs addrefs and ability. “Che An uy tic al 
Reviewer proceeded much more openly and dire@ly ; every one 
could always fee what he aimed at. He poured out the moft unguali- 
fied praite on the moft extravagant, violent, end noxious writings. 
“the Monthly made them read. ‘The An: ‘lytical praifed the poifon, 
the Monthly made it fwallowed. ‘The Analytical told us Paine’s 
Wights of Man is one of the wifeft works that ever was written ; 
no, iays the Monthly, that will not go down; there are faults in 
ae s works, but many a charming paifage there is in it; fays 

Analytical let all men read Paine *s works ; favs the Monthly we 
do not advife you te read the book, but you will be deligh ited if 
you do. 

‘Vhe feeds of Jacobinifin fown by the herefiarchs, and carefully 
watered by the me viewers, were now in blade, when their cultiva- 
tions were led to hope for their fpeedy maturity from the frewcb 
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"This great change was, at the commencement, admired by many 
Britons who were not Jacobins. ‘They were delighte d with the 
ove throw of atyltem, fo contrary to that liberty which they enjoyed 

ey their own inftitution, looking on it as a triumph of freedom 
over flave ry in general, without atte nding to its appropriate features ; 
many bene volent men re joiced in the belief that another great na- 
tion was in the way to that happinefs which they experie need under 
this nation. Some men of more profound invettigation faw that 
the intellectual, moral, and religious principles, which marked the 
earliett 18.0 of the French Revo! lution, were totally different from 
thole prevalentin England. ‘They allowe ‘d that the old government 
of France was, in many retpects, bad; but by no means concludsd 
from thence that every change mutt be good. In faa, they faw 
the contrary exemplified in the effe cts, as well as the principles, 
ot the change in queftion. Candour mutt allow that many men, 
even ot confidcrable ti ents, , approve d of the French revolution with- 
out being influenced by bad motives ; It is, however, more eafy to 
dite vats the force or we “ageighe re afous than toinveltigate, at leatt to 
ttain, the rectitade or pravity of motives. Thete drew their 
cone wie fions from very parti 1, and fome trom hypothetical premites, 
And, therefore, furp rizing that their judgement proved erroneous. 
Leading men in oppofition conceis ed that becaufe the French re- 
volatiou was a change from that fyitem, under which to expenfive 
and bloody wars had been car ricd on againft this country, one 
eect of it would be permanent peace. Although this was the 
opiaion of a mun of great ingenuity, it was not the inference of 
wiidum, 
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wifdom, reafoning from her onby fure cuide i in matter of prac- 
tice, conduct, and « experience. Had he re -collecte d hitlory, he must 
have been convinced that freedom, inttead of diminithing, increafes 
the warlike {pirit. he 


Another cauge, which mace the great man in 
queition, his parliamentary followers, and political voiaries, friendly 
#9 the revolution of France, was that =e confidered it as fimilar 
to the revolution of Engl: md. This was an opinion which thewed 
a very fuperhic ial knowle di xe of the hitt ory, Cireumtiances, andy 
ciples, (1 will not prefume to fay of bi th, but) of that of Franc 
Certain writers approved high! y of the French revolution, not 
becaule they conceived it like ly to produce fuch a government us 
that of Brit: in; that was not the obje ect which they fou rht, The 
writings, for many years, fhewed that what they held up as he 
model of politicat perfection, bore no refemblance to this contlitu 
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tion. They had attacked its eftablifhments, they had attacked its 
principles, they had taken their plans of polity from their own 
vifionary fancies, and not from experience, They conceived that 
the French dodirines coincided with thei ir own tdeas on édbe ori, en oy 
civil and religious Liberty, and the J ft pr ciples of government. 'Vhe 


opened in praifes of the new order of thi ings. From them and 
their votaries, whether preachers, pamphleteers, club haranguer 
or book-makers, came the firit fyftematic exertions in favour of tJ 
¥rench revolution. Their ozun Reviewers mott readily and tlrongly 
praifed their various literary efforts, however frivolous. Leaudare 
parati fi rectum, &c. It was notfo much the fuppoted tiainiment ot 
fiberty that ‘dey chiefly celebrated. It was the confite, tion of pro- 
perty, the annihilation of nobility ; robbery of the clergy, and de- 
bafement of royalty. ‘hefe were the objects which frame Athe prin 

cipal themes of THEIR applanfe. They pretended to commend the 
change in France, on account of its r femblanes ‘¢ to the revo ati 
in England, although the fubjects of their moft frequent, longe 
and loudeft praifes were diametrically oppofite to any of the on t- 
tions of 1688. As in England, property had not been confifeated, 
nobility had not been dettroyed ; the clergy had not been plunde ey 
and royalty had not been de bated, The clais which I am now 
defcribing, appears to have confidered the Fre nch re volution much 
more profoundly than its parliamentary champions, It appeared, 
trom the particular objects of their praiic, that they faw in it ; pr ‘in- 
eiples and early efteéts, its probable con fequences. The parlia- 
mentary orators, praifed it vaguely and generally for bein y like the 
revolution of England. 
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The he srefiarchical fupporter : | > rite Cd 
for that which was not like our revolution, nor like any government, 
even the moft democratical of antiquity. Conti itution: il one i 
men, might take the ground of thole orators mere! ly from: 2p re- 
he nding the cafe. No one could coneur with Price and Prict they 
without theadoption of pr inciples totally unconflitutional, and, con- 
feque ntly, unpatriotic, 

The votaries of the leading diilenters, and other republicans, i 
ther employed old clubs, or formed new, for the a tT) 
their favourite notions. ‘Lhe pulpits an 1d the tay 
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The fpeeches in Parliament, the harangues, writings, and actions 
out of it, called forwardone man, who «as equal to an hoft of oppo- 
nents. Mr. Burke had been an enemy to the old defpotiim of 
France, but did not conclude, that becaufe that defpotifm was bad, 
every plan different from it mutt be good. “ Refpe@ing (as his bios 
grapher obterves) the fpirit of liberty, as, when well directed and 

regulated, a means of human happine fs, his refpe& for it in every 
individual cale was proportionate to its probable tendency to pros 
duce that end, where he had not actual experience to aicertain its 
etfits From principle and habit, guided by exprrience in bis 
judge mentand conduct, he confidered liberty as a matter of mora} 
enjoyment, and not of metaphyfical difquifition. It was not merely 
the poi lion of it, that confiituted it a ble fling, but the poileffion 
of it in fuch a degre e, and with fuch regulati ions, as could make 
rt fubfidiary to virtue and happinefs.” Having reviewed the French 
revolution tn all its principles and actual proceedings, he had formed 
a different notion of it from its fupporters, both in and out of par- 
lament. He perceived that the new order of things had its origin 
in the new philofophy, which he had always reprobated as inimical 
to regular government, to religion, and to focial order. He had 
always poileited principles and fentiments. adverfe to Jacobinifm, 
and now deemed it the more neceffary to reprobate the proceedings 
of the republicans, who were making rapid ftrides to that theory 
and practice, now fo well known by “that name, becaufe he faw 
that the example ot the French was, by the more violent votaries 
of the new dottrines, held up as an object of imitation to this 
country, After having expreficd his fentiments in Parliament, con- 
ecrning its general merits, he prepared, by minute enquiry, to ex- 
hibit a complete account, and a juft character of the French revo- 
lution, and new plan of government. His performance on that 
dubject anticipated the anarchy, irreligion, immorality, injuftice, 
rapacity, cruelty, enermous wic kednets, all which have: been, and 
are, the diftinguithed features of revolutionized France. His ex- 
traordinary work drew upon him great numbers of ailailants, whafe 
attacks, without overthrowing his reafoning, fully manifefted the 

rinciples that were now become fo prevalcnt in this nation. 

The firti writer of note who attempted to anfwer Purke’s per- 
formance was Dr. Pricttley. Dr. Prietiley’s publication on this tub- 
ject is avery important ariiele in the hiftory of |acobinifm. The 
Doctor's ardent fancy now appears to have figured to itfelf the 
tpeedy accomplithment of his withes; the reduction to praétice of 
his favourite theories. In this expectation he in his reply to Burke, 
explains and detatls his political principles much more fully than 
ever he had done betore. He makes it very evident that the fy{- 
tem of polity which he wifhes to be eftablithed, is totally repug- 
nant to the particular regulations and general fpirit of the Britith 
conttitntion, He declaims with great ardour and-violence againft 
a mofi eflential part of our polity, our ecclefialiical efiablifiment ; ; 
endeavours to vilify and degrade. our chure h, by mean comparifons, 
which may poflibly pats for arguments with his followers ; calls 
her a yith, a glation, a fungus; attempting by abufive language to 
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fapply the deficiency of his reafoning. In the courfe of his fevld- 
ing he throws his fancy into fuch a heat, that he imagines all the 
calamity and dettruction as impending over.the church of England, 
which he fo long defired. He predicts alto national bankruptcy, 
the overthrow of our credit, and of our civil conttitution, and ver¥ 
great happinets to the mation from the overthrow of Church and State; 
an overthrow to be very tpeedily effected (he fays) “ trom the in- 
ternal ditiujion of light and knewle ‘dee, Ww hich is now ipreading 
itfelf fo rapidly through all ranks and orders of men.” 

That a pamphlet abufing Church and State, and predicting their 
downfall might be circulated, the efforts of the Reviewers were not 
wanting. The Monthly aflerts that, he has proved his leading 
potitions, and that botly reafon and faét juttity his econclufions. 
The Analytical fpeaks nearly the fame language, and farther praites 

Yr. Pricitley for expofing (fivs the Analytical) the abfurd princi- 
ples on which government has hitherto been condu&ed. Dr. 
Prieftley’s perotation on the great happinets that was to ac- 
crue to mankind from the revolution in France, and the deftrue- 
tion of exifting governments, is very highly praited by both the 
Reviewers. The one fays, that it “ is a very able and ani- 
mated piece of compofitian ;” the other, that it “delineates a bright 
proipect of the dasvn of It erty, peace, virtue, and happinets, opened 
to both the new and the old world, by the Americ: an and French 


‘gevolutions, whieh well warm ev ery benevolcat heart.” 


‘Thus, according to Dr. Prie ftley , fanctioned by the authority of 
the we ed Reviewers, the whole world, contequently Britain as 
part of it, was a fcene of flavery, devattation, vice, and mifery, 
before the late revulations; the change trom evil to good was en- 
tirely to depend on the adoption of the principles which produced 
the revolution of France. ‘hus a democratical writer recommends 
and predicts a revolution in Church and State, and the regenera- 
tion of our polity, on the principles and after the model of the 
French philotophers, and politicians; dcmoceratical reviewers 
praite the predictions and inculcations; and thus, in the propoted 
deltruction of religion and government, great ftrides to Jacobi 
ifin were made in E ngland. 

The winter fuceeeding the autumn tn which Burke's work was 
publithed, the prets tecined with pamphlets on Prictiley’s principles 
abufing Burke's kerLecTions, and praifing the French revolutioa 
as the de ftroyer of cttablithed orders. The reviewers did their beft 
to make thete tpread. Thefe, however, were only drops prelufive 
to the ftorm which attacked our cafile, but attacked it in vain, for 


at was founded oma rock. In fpring 1791 appeared The Rights of 


Man, by the voted Thomas Paine. “ Perhaps, (1ays a late writer, ) 
there never was an author who more completely attained the art of 
imprefing vulgar and undi fiinguifhing minds, ‘he piaen peripicuity 
of his I: inguage, the torce of his exprethons, the direétnefs of his 
efforts, wore 40 much the appearance of clear and (trong reafoning, 
(to thote that judge from manner more thar tmatter,) that numbers, 
“ me down by his bold ailertions, fuppoled themirives convinced 

yhis arguments, The: fubltance of his dectrine was peculiarly 
pleaing 
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pleafing to the lower ranks. When mechanics and peafants were 

told that they were as fit for governing the country as any man in 

parliament, the notion flattered their vanity, a and ambition. 

While he had for the ignorant thefe notions of equality, fo agree- 


able to the populace, he had additional charms, in metaphyfical 

diltin¢tions and defirutions, to delight the half-learned with the 

idea, that when they were repeating his words, they were pouring 

forth philotophy.——— | he amount of Paine’s theory is this: That 

no government ts juft, which is not actually, and has not been hif- 
torically and originally, founded on what he calls the Rigdts of Man. 
ble applies this general principle to exifting governments, and 
finding that more of them are reconcileable to his notions of na- 
tural equality, and the Righ/s of Man, except that of America, and 
the new conftitution of France, he propofes that all others fhall be 
pulled down ; but firft, and efpecially, what we call the conttitu- 
tion, and he the ulurpation, of England. 


} ( To be continued.) 








To the Editor of the Anti-Jacobin Review and Magazine. 


MR. EDITOR, 

OU mutt know there are two things that I am very fond of; 
thefe are, Senfe and Nonfenfe. For the firft, I have a good 
fupply at the beginning of the month in your Anti-Jacobin, but I 
am better off for Nonfe nfe, for I have plenty of that all the month 
| | through. wanes of my fupplies in that way are old, and fome new, 
HF Part.of my o/d /fores is to be found in the philofophy of Godwin, 
which, from a predil ection for Nonient{e, I had the patience to read 
from one end to the other. I like to read of his difcoveries, that 
there ought to be an equal divifion of property; that there ought 
to be no matriage; that men are mere machines without any free 
will; that there " fhould be no government; that a man may live 


“= 


as long as he pleafes, and many other d ctrines that it would never 

; have entered into the head 6f any man to conceive, unle{s it was ’ 

one whom nature dettincd to be a propagator of Nontenfe. ‘This ( 

notion, however, that a man may live as long as he likes, is not a I 

new opinion, it has been maintained thefe fifty years by aperfonage a 

) named Donald Clerigh, tn the parifh of Logierait, Perthfhire, who ( 

expreiies much rage when a friend dies, becaufe, he fays, it is the 0 

| friend’s own fault. ‘The faid Donald Clerigh is a very fit character n 

i for the reception of the new philofophy, being what, in the old t 
’ ftyle, is called a born fool, or a natural. 

For the take of Nonfenfe, | now and then alfo read Mrs. Ro- u 


binton’s novels, fo peculiarly excedlent in the fpecies of Nonfenfe m 
that is called namby pamby. Nor do I forget Mrs. Gunning’s vi 
works, fo admirable in the fame ttrain of compofition. But my V 
ftudies, if you like this fample of them, I thall more particularly H 
detail. 1 like very much to hear Nonfente, as well as read it. We dq 
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are in this neighbourhood exceedingly well off in refpec& to 

reachers. We very often rife to learned Nontenfe, and never fail 
“ rank Nonfenfe. My worthy friend in the Strand, Mr. Punch, 
bookfeller, vender of quack medicines, methodift, orator, and 
croaker againit the times, excels in cant Nonfenfe. 

I now and then take a peep into our coffee-houle, where I hear 
the Rev. Mr. Infidel very eagerly ttammer Jacobin Noafenfe. 
Often in blafphemy, oftener in abufing kings, and oftenett in try- 
ing to repeat what he heard at the Whig Club, or at the Wiinble- 
don Sunday dinner, having « fingular faculty, not only for ori- 
ginal Nonfenfe, but for tran{muting wit, humour, and fenfe into 
Nonfenfe, by his manner of relating it. At our coflee-houfe, too, 
I have the pleafure of hearing boafting Nonfenfe, and lying Non- 
fenfe, for this fpecies the room is very much indebted to Mr, 
Giggy Goflip, in town, under copying clerk and errand runner to 
the ledger keepers; but, at our coffee-houfe, a fine gentleman, 
talker about lords, dukes, bankers, and race horfes. But as one 
tires of the fame thing, as Mr. Infidel has litde variety, being, afier 
abufing the gofpel, and praifing David Williams, reviling Pitt and 
Burke, and glorifying Thelwall and Tom Paine, foon exhautted ; 
and Giggy having little to fay after his hittory of the fale of old 
ftores, his account of his intimacy with Lord Lifeguard, whom he 
does not know by fight, his defcription of his own riches, the faid 
defcription not being attefted by the butcher, baker, or chandler’s 
fhop; I with to vary the fcene. I fometimes went to the play- 
houfe, and not in vain, but oftener to the opera, where he that 
feeketh Nontenfe fhall find it. 

Indefatigable in queft of Nonfenfe, I fought it at public meet- 
ings. I attended the Correfponding Society at Chalk Farm and 
Copenhagen Houfe; and oh, Sir, what a treat there was there to a 
lover of genuine Nonfenfe; for, though from neighbour Infidel, 
Giggy, and other perfonages I had heard as much individual 
Nonienfe as one man could fpeak; here was not one {peaking 
Nonfenfe, but all. I received much delight by attending a meet- 
ing of fchoolmafters. There were about thirty in number, of 
whom, twenty, Jevoted oratorical powers to the delivery of Nonfenfe, 
Of thefe twenty, fome fpoke learned Nonfenfe, more boafting 
Nontenfe, moft ignorant Nonfenfe, and, all, ftupid Nonfenfe. An 
affray, however, among the fpeakers, owing to an inquiry, whether 
Conitantinople was in Afia or Africa, having caufed the overturn 
of a decanter of port wine upon my new kerfymere breeches, made 
me refolve, in future, to feek Nonienfe among lIefs irritable vo~ 
taries. 

I lately betook myfelf to the Weftminfter Forum; a market, I 
underftood, well fupplied with the commodity to which I am fo 
much attached, nor was I difappointed ; there was plenty of pro- 
vifion. ‘The queftion was about the good that Anacharfis Cloots, 
William Godwin, diffenting paftor and jacobin philofopher, ‘Thomas 
Holcroft, maker of plays, maker of novels, and maker of fhoes, had 
done to the world. I at firft went near the chair, and was very 
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agreeably régaled by the flavour of tobacco and gin that iifued 
from that elevated region, for, you muft know, I like tobaceo and 
gin as wel] as Nonte cafe. The erudition of the learned prefident 
not having extended to the pronunc iation of hard words, he made 
a {mall miftake about the firft of the names calling it, n/erkis 
Culis, inftead of Anacharfis Cloots. To accommodate this reputable 
perfonage, it was moved, and carried, that the outlandifh lingo 
fhould be left out. A fairking gentleman, at leaft, a fmirkin 9 
perfon, with a cropt head, greafy, though not with pomatum, in a 
coat that appeared to have been once black, and a fhirt that had 
been once white, the extremes now meeting in a pleafant medium, 

next rofe to addrefs the affembly, and though he did not vouchtfafe 
to give us, his hearers, any account of the philofophy of the faid 
Godwin and Hobkcroft, praifed them both as the firft fages that had 
ever appeared to enlighten mankind. Mot of the able and dit- 
criminating judges prefent took his word for it, and gave him great 

applaufe. Some very facetious jdkes on the immortality of the 
foul, and hell fire, were particularly rehthed. After fome anfwer 
to him, wh m, taking the medium between his coat and fhirt, I may 
eal] the brown gentleman, a reply was made by a perfon, with one 
of thofe faces that are faid to be peculiarly ufefat to farmers in 
fearing the younglings of their flocks and herds when thefe have 
ftnck too Jong to their dams, who, i a loud and deep voice, and 
moft vehement attitudes, de ivered a Jong harangue, of which the 
whole, every fentence, and every word, Nonfenfe could jutily claim 
as her own. ‘To pafs over minor votaries, a perfon, with a con- 
vulfion in his lips, rofe, who in a moft animated and rapid ha- 

rangue of half an hour, went over the philotophy of Godwin with- 
out the fmalleft comprehenfion of any of the tubjects which he 
profetied to confider, {kipping over w hat could afford a plaufible 
cement to his propofitions, and bringing forward whatever tended 
to overthrow his own do¢trines; pouring forth Nonfenfe in the 
various appearances of fedition, blafphemy, fcoffing at the fcrip- 
tures; in thort, in all the various fhapes which Jacobin Nonfenfe 
loves to aflume, difplaying powers of eluding the bill againft fedi- 
tious meetings; he, at length, amidft long, loud, and often reiter- 
ated applaute, repofed his perfon on a feat. The meeting, at 
length, broke up, and fent me away impreffed with the moft exqui- 
fite delight. 

From your writings, Mr. Editor, I fee that you are a lover of 
Senfv, but fhould you ever incline to relax, and amufe yourfelf 
with its oppofite, let me recommend to your attention, the eloquence 
of Brewer-ttreet, and of the orators there, principally him whom I 
have laft celebrated—an itinerant JeQurer. 

Whoever is defirous of hearing, for a whole evening, complete 
Nontedfe, may be fure of being gratified by repairing to the De- 
wating Society of the Weftmintter Forum. 


Experto crede Roberto. 
Elyde Park Corner. 
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THE NIGHT MARE, 


Hic vir, hic eft, titii quam promitti fepius audis.’ 





ROM toil and trouble, wrangling and debate, 
The arch feceder, patriot like, * retires, 
And dooms his country to th’ impending fate, 
Nor cares he aught to quench th’ anarchic fires 


Lo! demons hov'ring o’er his patriot head— 
Torment his foul—convulfions fhake his frame 

In pangs reclining in fomnific dread ; 
Struggling for fenie, to fly his tort’ring dream, 


Father of anarchy! your child behold ! 
: In nght-mare form afcend—he firmly plants 
7) Tuat Freedom's flag the fons of Gallia hold, 
On the black breait that for sucu freedom pants 


War's phantom, too, horrific fhape affumes, 
* The Acgyptian hero's form, hell's fit viceroy, 
: With Murder’s fword, and Death's awe-moying pl 
Salutes the patriot in rude frantic joy: 


Patron of earthly liberty ! 
“ I'm Anarehy’s chaotic ton, 
** Come to greet thee—do not figh! 
: * Yet thy courfe thou batt not run : 
3 Still the world fhall by thy fpell 
« Be made to tafte the pangs of hell, 
« And Jacobins thall rally round, 
* And raife his Freedom's banner on a deathly 


* Mg ee 


As thus the fpeétre, Ephialtian faid, 
The vifion ceas'd, and vanif’d into fhade, 
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* “ According to the language of Jacobins, ail feceders from duty 


titonifsto the conttitution of their country, are termed frme patriots a 
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POETRY. 





THE NIGHT MARE, 


© Hic vir, hic eft, titii quam promitti fepius audis.” 
Vinci. 


ROM toil and trouble, wrangling and debate, 
The arch feceder, patriot like, * retires, 
And dooms his country to th’ impending fate, 
Nor cares he aught to quench th’ anarchic fires, 


Lo! demons hov'ring o’er his patrict head— 
Torment his foul—convulfions fhake his frame— 
In pangs reclining in fomnific dread ; 
Struggling for fenie, to fly his tort’ring dream, 


Father of anarchy! your child behold ! 

In mght-mare form a{cend—he firmly plants 
Tuar Freedom's flag the fons of Gallia hold, 

On the black breaft that for sucu freedom pants, 


War's phantom, too, horrific fhape affumes, 
The Acgyptian hero's form, hell’s fit viceroy, 

With Murder’s fword, and Death’s awe-moying plumes, 
Salutes the patriot in rude frantic joy: 


* Patron of earthly liberty ! 
“ I’m Anarehy’s chaotic fon, 
** Come to greet thee—do not figh! 
“ Yet thy courfe thou baft not run; 
Still the world fhall by thy fpell 
“ Be made to tafte the pangs of hell, 
« And Jacobins fhall rally round, 
* And raife his Freedom's banner on a deathly mound.” 


As thus the fpe@re, Ephialtian faid, 
The vifion ceas’d, and vanife’d into fhade, 


May, 1799. UCALAGON, 
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_* “ According to the language of Jacobins, all feceders from duty, and oppo- 
titromi@sto the conttitution of their country, are termed frwe patriots and conflityn 
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THE LITERARY FUND. 


HERE ts much reafon to fear that the firf inftitutions of this 
nature, which we fancy are of modern date, did not originate 
in the laudable motive of affording relief to the indige nt, or tucs 
cour to the helpleis ; of tranguillizing the evening of a lite patied 
honourably i in the public fervice, in humanizing man by adminitter- 
ing innocent and wholefome recreation to his leifure hours, teach- 
ing him to regulate his feelings and his patlions by blending in- 
ftruétion with amufement! or in meliorating the public mind by 
the propagation of rigid precepts of morality, enforced by religions 
inculcations, without ‘which no found mor ality ¢ can have exiftence ; . 
but in motives of a very different nature. ‘They appear to have been 
eriginally eftablithed as a bond of union among.men combined for 
the deteltable purpofe of diffeminating atheiftical, immoral, and 
feditious principles ; of poifoning aud corrupting the minds of their 
fellow-creatures ; of cutting off the very fources of all their confo- 
dation and happine (s, here and hereafter ; “ decompofing, in Short, 
the elementary principles of civil fociety,, by giving to each of its 
miembers pure and at bfulute inde pendence, unreftrained by religion, 
unreftricted by law, thereby rendering man an infulated being, 
a philofophifical favage, fit only for the reception of the new lights, 
and unfit for every purpofe of his creation, When fuch was the 
origin, fuch the objeét of literary focieties, fupport was a crime, 
encouragement treafon, 

Klow far the foctety, now monsen in Tendon, under the denomi- 
nation of The Literary Fund, retembled. in its origin, the horrie 
affociations we have defcribed, it would be needlefs to enquire. 
We have heard, indeed, that its founders were men neither remark- 
able for the purity of their religious tenets, nor for the foundnets 
of their political principles. But, it may be truly faid of this, asot 
the ftream which had a purer fource, which— 


7 





—— As it runs, refues, 
Till, by degrees, the chryftal mirror fhines.”? 


it is fufficient to know that this inftitution is, at the prefent time, 
fubjected to the controul and management of men, whofe charac 
ters are all that the beft moralut and moft loyal fubje@ can detie 
Iss object, as ftated by the Laurgat, is mivit commendable— 


“ To fhicld from want and wee the good and wife.” 


The drterary character has never been confidered with the fame 
attention in this as in other countries; one reaton of which, indeed, 
may be, that profejional hterati do net abound to much in England 
as on the Continent. We never defcribe a man as a favanr or an 


homme de lettres; nor are we apt to confider - rofe fon of an auth 
as much e ntitled to refpect. To inveit ‘ fource of this dif 
ference would be no ulelefs tatk. The 5 refs is fuch a powerli 


engine in the prefent age, that every thing conne&ted with it be 
comes an object of umportance to locict 
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The Literary Fund, of 


That a fund inftituted for the purpofe of affording nelie$ to good: 
zefs and to % age is highly deterving of encouragement, vice a 
falls will alone de: We were muly ple afed, le to find, 
from the accounts re cae at the late annivertary of the Literary Fund, 
that its extenfion kept due pace with its refpectability; and it can 
now boaft, among its members, charaG@ers as refpeCtable as any 
which the country contains. ‘The meeting was very numerous ; 
Lord Duptey attended as prefident, and the chair was ably filled 
by Sir James Bi.anp BurGess. ‘The toafis were loyal and appro- 
priate. Some energetic lines from the pea of the poct Jaurecé were 
recited after dinner, by a young gentleman; Mr. Boscawen, the 
able tranflator of Herace, repeated an excellent ode of his own 
compofition; and Mr, Firzceratop, alike diftinguithed for the 
benevolence of his heart, and the endowments of his mind, made a 
{pirited and matterly appeal, not only to the feelings, but to the 
judgement of the company, in a copy of veries which we fhall fub- 
join. Several fongs were tung by profefional fingers who attcnded 
for the purpote, And Lord Newark fung, in a fuperior tiyle, 
fome Jeyal tlanzas, taken froma the Anti-Jacebin Review ter January, 
1790. ‘The evening was patted in a moft rational manner; the 

company, not leds rete ‘table than numerous, were gay, but not 
voitierous ; convivial, but not intemperate. Many new fubferibers 
were admitted, and. it is our fincere with, that the fociety may 
continue to profper, and to receive, from the opulent and well dit 
pofed part of the community, that extenfive fupport to which it is 
unqgueitionably entitled. 


An Addrefs ta the Company affembled at Freemafon'’s-Hall, on the 
Anniverfary of the Literary Fund, May 2, 1799. Writtes and 
Spoken by William Thomas Fitzgerald, Efy. 


{S there a fight the heart can hold more dear, 
‘Than what Humanity contemplates here? 
Pure’s the delight that animates the breaft, 
To fee you throng to fuccour the diftrefs’d. 
Manes of Butler, Otway, Dryden, rife! 
Behold an object grate ful to your eyes ; 
England, at laft, atoning for her crime— 
Engl and, that ftarv’d the witty, and fublime ! 
With contrite fecling opes her ample ftore, 
And bids the Sons of Genius ftarve no more, 
*'Tis faid, that fome to Poefy are foes, 
And think that Literature engenders woes : 
Such would bring back a barb’rous age again ; 
For none but Vandals perfecute the pen! ! 
‘Though fome profane the Mufe’s gift divine, 
And bow at Avarice’ or Ambition’s fhrine ; 
Though fome illiberal Satire’s pen employ, 
Aad mingle hemlock in the cup of joy ; 
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Pierce the recefles of domettic lite, 
Expofe the hufbind, or defame the wife : 
The tale of feandal bring to public eye, 
And in fmooth numbers circulate the lie— 
The Mufe’s happier office is, to prove 
The bond of Friendihip, and the lamp of Love ; 
To harmonize the paffions of the mind, 
To pleafe, inftruct, and meliorate mankind. 
By her the felfith feclings are fupprefs’d, 
And focia] virtues kindled ip the breaft ; 
She points to Nature’s wife and gen’rous plan, 
And fhews how ftrongly man depends on man ; 
This facred truth the thatch-roof’d peafant owns, 
And ermin’d Monarchs feel it on their thrones ! 
A loyal zeal for Freedom the infpires, 
And nerves to energy the Patriot’s fires— 
Is there a man fo bafe, fo loft to fhame, 
Who does not venerate the Patriot’s name ! 
Not the proud leader of a felfith crew, 
Who'd griad the many, to enrich the few ; 

ut he who, attive in his Country’s caufe, 
Afferts her liberties, maintains her laws ; 
Whofe upright mind purfues no private end, 
At once the Monarch’s, and the People’s friend ! 
Who ftems Oppreflion, which much oft’ner {prings 
From Tyrant Factions than from ‘l'yrant Kings ; 
Arms for his Sovereign, to his ftandard flies ; 
For Freedom conquers, of for Freedom dies : 
Not for that Fiend, detcited by the good, 
That bath’d unhappy France with kindred blood ; 
That brutaliz’d a Nation once humane, 
Whofe fire is Difcord, and whofe offspring Pain ! 
That drinks the tears defpairing orphans fhed, 
'Tortures the living, and infults the dead ! 
That leads from crime to crime, from bad to worfe, 
"The Prince’s tyrant, and the People’s curfe ! . 
Which, like a torrent burfting ev’ry mound, 
Deftroys the harveft, defolates the ground ; 
Saps the foundation of the lofticit tower, 
And wheims the work of ages in an hour! 
This Gallic Demon, hated by the wife, 
Shuns the keen fearching of the Patriot’s eyes : 
*'Tis not for her his country’s toe he braves, 
In burning climes, or on the ftormy waves ; 
But for that Freedom, native of our foil, 
"That dignifies command, and fweetens toil ! 
Whofe graceful form, unbent by time, appears, 
Blooming as youth, though fanttified by years | 
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France. An klety. 
For Britih Liberty—-that draws the line, 


"Twixt wild Democracy, and Right D1 rine! 
With equal zeal the Monarch’s power maintain 
And guards the Subject trom defpotic chains : 
The flave who once imbibes the Englifh air, 
"Freed from his fetters, owns the Goddefs there ! 
Where Heaven thefe words, in voice of thander fpoke, 
The Tree of Freedom is the Britith Oak ! 


Excufe the warmth with which my Mufe exprefs’d 
The fubject neareft, dcareft te my breatt ; 
But, when the foes of earth and heaven confpite, 
"Vo defolate the world with fword, and fire, 
Kach honelt man’s a Patriot at the heart, 
And burns to take his King’s and Country’s part. 


When Time has fwept the prefent race away, 
And friends to Science celebrate this day : 
Remembrance fhall with more than pleafure name 
And give your liberal patronage to Fame— 

"To rival Genius—mutual Envy patt— 
Succeeding ages fhall be juft at laft ; 

And He, w ho firit this noble fabric rais’d, 
Shall w it no common gratitude be prais ds 
"Time, that deftroys the Hero’ s trophied butt, 
Shall haus the bay that bloffoms o’er his duft, 
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FRANCE, 
AN ELEGY. 


{TN yon fam’d land, where plenty deck’d in flowers, 
Pour’d out abundance for the human race ; 
Where tript in frolic dance the chearful hours, 

And forrow feldom left a lafting trace ; 


Where vature crown’d her wildeft hills with vines, 
And in the vales het ricnelt cluflers hung ; 
Where through the year 1: ) genial fummer ihines, 
A mild, and ever fe rtiizmy fun. 


In yon bleft land, where loya! hearts could feet 
The force, and tie of honour’s tair command ; 
Where merit could to {portive beauty kneel, 


And claim the cheplet srom the ternaie hand, 
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Where ev’n the peafant with a liberal air, 
Could bend his pliant limbs in polifh’d grace ; 
And file divefted of corroding care, 
Though born a fufferer of the human race. 


Through lengthened. years, where fcience too had reign’d, 
And where the arts their faireit trophies wore ; 

Though fuperftition many a virtue feign’d, 
Yet true compaifion fed the plaintive poor. 


Britons! furvey the change with trembling eyes, 
Mark the fad woes in curft ambitian’s train ; 
And flee thofe fancied rights which gave them rife ; 

For promifed freedom gave a nation pain, 


Once ye were to!d, for fo their poets fung, 
That univerfal peace fhould fpread around ; 

Sure fome dire demon with deluding tongue, 
Had each prophetic mind in falfehood bound, 


The Age of Reafon call ye this: for fhame ! 
Reafon and juttice cannot difagree ; 

The Age of Folly is its proper name, 
Unlefs in abject flavery man be free. 


See ruddy youth! the peafant’s harmlefs fon, 
Dragged from the forrowing parents fond embrace, 
Configned to fink in war, ere he has run 
A fhort proportion of man’s little race. 


Poor penfive boy! his bofom perhaps has heaved 
The figh of truth for fome fair fpotlefs maid ; 

She too, dlas | of every hope bereaved, 
Declining, foon will cold in earth be laid. 


Yes, fad diftra@tion will her bofom tear ; 
From native tendernefs, excefs of woe 
Her fimple rural mind is doomed to bear, 
lor from that fource her keeneft forrows flow, 


See favage hands imbrued in female gore, 
‘The tender fexes violated form ; 

Dragged from its wonted hofpitable door, 
With every cruel mark of mifcreant fcorn, 


A wretched woman doomed by Nature’s law, 
To woes enough to melt the hardeft heart ; 

Her infant f{carce allowed its breath to draw, 
Betore the new-made relatives muft part. 


No 
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No reverence paid to either fex or age, 

A bending father filvered o’er with years, 
A fettered object of vindictive rage, 

Mingles his forrows with an infant’s tears. 


For lo! a curfed faction, hell-bred rules, 
A Monarch milder than the fummer’s gale, 
Deceived, and ruined by thefe frantic fools, 
Now aozly lives in melancholy’s tale, 


He bent his head in mecknefs to the flroke, 
The beft of Kings that ever Gallia knew ; 
For though vile cruelty his heart-itrings broke, 
He loved his God, and loved his country too, 


Not fo his hardened and ambitious foes, 

Faithlefs they lived, and without hope they died 3 
Nor fhall a Saviour’s bofom give repofe, 

‘Yo men who can a Saviour’s power deride. 


Ye fons of {cience, fee in ruins laid, 
Whatever art or fancy could devife ; 

What havock rude barbarian hands have made ; 
Ah! catch the fympathy from wifdom’s eyes ! 


For well it feems her gentle fons to mourn 

The graces fled in frighted beauties train ; 
Fled like fair commerce, never to return, 

In fearch of freedom o’er the boifterous main, 


May Heaven, attendant on the patriot’s prayer, 
Save ONE FREE COUNTRY from ambition’s grafp 5 
Let England ftill enjoy thy foftering care, 
And only blefs the prefent as the pait. 


Then fhall fair freedom flourifh with her train, 
Amidtt the bleflings of returning peace ; 

And fportive ruftics, chearful on the plain, 
Find that a lite of labour tends to eafe. 
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SUMMARY OF POLITICS. 


ONG deftined, as we have been, to record the aftonifhing pros 
4 grets, and dreadful fuccefles, of vice combating againft virtue, 
regicide againft loyalty, and anarchy againft order; to behold the 


triumphant banners of atheifm and treafon floating on facred fanes 
and 
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and regal palaces; and the whole civilized world threatened with 
utter fubverfion ; -the gratification we experience on view ing the 
reverfe of this horrid picture, on watching, with trembling 
anxiety, and eager hope, the approach of that dreadful d: iy of re tri- 
bution, when the traitor will be punithed, and the libeller of his 
God be cruthed, may more eafily be conceived by our readers than 
expreffed by ourfely es. Still we will not indulge in the language of 

exultation; we know too well the inftability of human affairs, 
we know too well what flight obftacles will fre quently turn the 
tide of fuccefs, on what trivial circumftances events the moft im- 
portant dé -pend, to draw ha‘ty conelufions from the flattering prof- 
pect, or to give way to a blind and dangerous confidence, No, we 
will confine ourfelves, like the Chriftian hero, whofe name-will, 
the iateit ps oterity, adorn the page of Britith hiftory, to offering yp our 

rateful thanks, for recent victories, to that Al: nighty being, whofe 
riaT filled the empty globe, and whofe breath would fuffice to 

roduce its annihilation; joining to them our fervent vows that he 
will be gracioufly ‘pleafed to continue his protection to thofe who 
fight in ” bis name, againft 4s enemies, and the enemics of his crea- 
tures ! 

In our lat political retrofpect we expreffed a hope that the victorious 
allies in Italy would not ftop to lay a formal fiege to Mantua, “ but 
rapidly adyance into Lombardy, compel the enemy to evacuate the 
country and encourage the people to refiore their former govern 
ment,” Happy are we to find that thts plan of proceeding has been li- 
terally followed, ‘To trace, with preci#ion, the military operations 
of the Ruffians and Autrians, under the command of the gallant 
Suwanrow, whole conduct in //aly has fully anfwered the high 
eharacter which Europe entertained of his talents, and the full con- 
fidence which the two E: mperors have repoted in him, would re- 
quire a much greater portion of room than falls within our plan to 
allot to a fummary of political events. All that military know- 
ledge, perfonal courage, vigilance, a@ivity, perfeverance, and addrefs 
could effec, has been atchieved by this celebrated General. Pefore 
his arrival, the Audrian Genera] Kray, after a-feries of attacks, 
conducted with a degree of ikill, vigour, aud perfeverance that has 
never been exceeded, and in which the whole army, officers and 
men, difplayed the mo't heroic courage, expelled the French from 
the Mantuan, and compelled them, after having fu'tained confidera- 
ble lofles, to relinquith their firong holds on the JdZincio and the 
Adige, and to retreat to the ddida. On the banks of this river, 
rendered remarkable by the dear-bought victories which the great 
slunderer of Italy, Buonararrte, obtained at the bridge of Lodi, 
the French General Morea y.whom the Djirectary had fent to take 
the command of their army, prepared for a vigorous deferce. No- 
thing that could give courage and confidence to his troops was neg~ 
jected. Entrenchments were thrown up wherever the river. was 
eonfidered as paflable; and a fituation re mi wkably flrang by 
naturc, was ftrengthened by every means which art could fup- 
ply. In this pofition, however, Suwakrew, after having 
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@riven in all his out-po’s, refolved to attack him. Accord- 
ingly, on the morning of the 2;th of April he fore;d the 
pailage of the river, at different points, attac.ed the |rench in 
their entrenchment, and, after a moi defpera ¢ action, obtained a 
complete yictory. The French left /iv thonfand mex on the fie'd; 
and upwards of five thaufand prifoners, including four Gerais, tell 
tuto the hands of the allies, together with cig+/y pieces of cannon, 
The ‘contequence of this action was the total expulfion of the 
French from the Mi/ancfe. ‘the frong fortrefs of Pe'chiera, on the 
Jake of Garda, has been reduced; Novara, and Pavia, and the 
caftle of Piacerza have been evacuiied, and even /ereddi, atown in 
the Piedmontele. ‘ihe French feem to be panic-fric en; they fly 
on all fides, with the utmoft precipitation, no longer daring to op- 
pofe the combined forces. ihe pofition taxen by -uw .RROW 
to the right and leftof the Milancf, is calculated ali e to prevent 
the junétion of the difperfed relics of Vioxwau’ army with J as- 
sena in Switzerland; and the efcape of Macponaxo’s army from 
Naples, where the loyal inhabitants of the country are in very great 
force, and in daily expectation of being joined by confiderable re- 
inforcements trom Srci/y, and by a large body of tiuilians and 
Turks trom Corfu. The Emperor has wiftly publithed a general 
amneity, for his revolted fubjects in Italy, and the beneficial conte 
quences of this proceeding have been already made maniteft. 
‘he people have received their deliverers with open arms, and 
Jatiated, no doubt, with Gallic freedom, tubmit with joy to the tem- 
perate authority of their lawful Sovercign. ‘The riedmontete 
otficers who have been taken, have, under the influence of Suwar- 
kow, iffued a ftrong proclamation, inviting their countrymen te 
fly to the ftandard of royalty, and join them in reidtormg their 
exiled monarch to the throne of his anceftors. 

Meanwhile Marthal Berrecarve has fucceeded in his efforts ta 
expel the French trom the Engadine; and the oppreticd inhabitants 
of the fmaller cantons of Switzerland, encouraged by the hope of 
affiftance from the allies, have riten upon their tyrants and puta 
number of them to the fword. Indecd, a fiiiar dupotiuon pre- 
vails from the thores of the Adriatic to the German ocean; fo 
@nxious are the inhabitants of every counvy that has experienced 
the effects of French liberty, to thake off its fetvers / 

Amidft thefe important tranfactions, which reflect fo much hoe 
nour on the fovereign by whote means they have been «tected, the 
taquifitive politician naturally direéts his attention to thofe cabinets 
which ftill perfitt in a fhametul and difhonowable neuirality. Of 
thefe the Kine of Prussia ftands foreruott ;—a monarch on whofe 
public conduct we have had too frequent occation to animadvert. 
The crooked policy of the cabinet of Berlin ttill fets at defiance 
every maxim of reafon, every dictate of wifdom, and every im- 
pulie of fafety. How longa conduct which, trom its cifects on the 
feneral tate of urope ai this critical period is an object of public 
foncern, will be continued, the utmott fagacity is infufticient to 
#ctermine, ut the fpirit and magnaniinity, which the Empenor 
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of Russta has hitherto difplayed, leads us to entertain a hope that 
his interpofition will be exerted to produce its {peedy termination. 
The Arcupuke Cuances ftill retains his fituation on the Banks of 
the Rhine, from Schaffbaufen to Bafil; he has received confiderable 
reinforcements, and, from the prefent fituation of affairs, it is pro- 
bable he will very foon be enabled to act in concert with the troops 
in the ‘Tyrol, and the victorious army in Italy, for the expulfion of 
the Freneh from Switzerland. 

The aifaflination of two of the French Envoys at Raftadt, Roser- 
seoT and Bonnier, has given rife to as many diilertations as if the 
fate of Europe had de pended on their exiftence. The violation of 
the Divine mandate to commit no nvurder certainly calls for repro- 
bation and requires punifhment. Accordingly no fooner was the 
Archduke CHARLEs, whofe humanity, juttice, and courage are 
alike con{picuous, apprized of this event, than he put the com- 
manding officer under arreft, ordered an enquiry to be immedi- 
ately inttituted, and proclaimed his refolution to make a fignal 
example of the offenders. ‘This was all that man could do. But 
the Direéfory, it feems, chofe to think otherwife ; they converted 
this private act of afew defperate individuals into a meature of 
public policy; as if the death of thefe two wretched mifcreants were 
of confequence to the enemies of the Great Nation; openly accufed 
the Archduke of being infiruamental to the murder; denounced it 
to France and to Europe as a flagrant violation of the Law of 
Nations; as an act of the greateft atrocity that ever ftained the 
annals of mankind; and called for fignal vengeance on the he ads, 
not of the aijaifins, but of the Enaperor and his minifters! "Tis 
truly curious to hear a gang of regicides, who have committed, in 
the fpace of the laft ten years, more murders than had blotted the 
page of hiftory for centuries before; a body of plunderers who had 
given the folemn fanction of their mock legiflature to the annihila- 
tion of all public law, and whofe condué had been invariably re- 
gulated by fuch principle, proclaiming themfelves the champions 
of juttice, and the guardians of the rights of nations! Do thefe vile 
Impoftors fuppofe that the people of Europe have already erafed 
from their memories the daily proceedings of Republican France 
fince the wra of her regeneration; the proclamations of her rulers; 
the conduct of her committees; the refolutions of her Generals ; 
and the acts of her Proconfuls? That they have forgotten the 
maffacres of September, 1792, committed under the eyes of the 
Legiflative Afflembly, and by the exprefs orders of its leading 
members? That they have forgotten the murder of Lovis XVI, 
and the annual a@ of commemoration, ftill more atrocious than 
the deed itfelt ? That they have forgotten the private affaffination of 
Beauvais, a member of the Convention, in the autumn of 1793, 
by order of the Committee of Public Safety? That they have 
forgotten the flaughtered myriads, whofe blood literally dyed red 
the polluted ftreams. of the Loire, and whofe maffacre received the 
repeated applaute of the Legiflature } ? ‘That they have forgotten the 
public orders of Buonapaxte to his troops (13th Fructidor 4th 
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year) to fhoot all Tyrolefe who fhould be found with arms in their 
hands; and to burn every place which fhould contain a fingle in- 
habitant who had enrolled his name as a defender of his country ? 
That they have forgotten the death of Joche, by poiton; or the 
more recent propofition of the Direéter Leraux to atiaffimate 
Bailleul ? Whoever has a wfh to gain a farther imfight into the 
conduét of thefe virtuous Governors, may coniult the very brief ab- 
ftract of their crimes, during a fhort period, contained in the three 
ponderous but imperfect volumes ef Citizen Prudhomme. But the 
objet of the Directory in their denunciations of vengeance for a 
crime of which the authors, we apprehend, are much better known 
to themfelves than to the Cabinet of Vienna, is mauifett. They 
eonftitute their only means of impofition on their miferable fub- 
yects; their only refource to complete their reguz/itonary lifts; and 
to extort money for the fubfiftence of themfelves and their troops. 
Thus we find in the proceedings of the Councils, on the 5th of 
May, amidit their lamentations for the death of their regicidal 
emillaries, .it was refolved, “ that a MFar-Tav Jhould be efiabiijbed to 
defray the extraordinary expences rendered neceffary by errcumfances ;"— 
that effectual means fhould be taken to compel the con/cripts to join 
the armies; and that every Citizen fhould take anew the oaru of 
batred to Royalty. Itis remarkable that the member who moved thefe 
refolutions was the very man whom Lrraux had propoied to 
murder Citizen Bailleul! The ete which this appeal, atonce rni- 
diculous and fanguinary, is likely to produce on the people of 
France, there has not yet been time to afcertain; but we are told, 
in a private letter from the Continent, that the murder of the 
Envoys ‘ fuit plus de bruit que de fenfation.” 

The fears which we lately expreifed, refpe&ing the fuceefsfal 
diffemination of French principles in America, have been confirmed 
with more expedition, and to a greater extent, than we had reafon 
to expect. We have received a varicty of important intelligence 
from that country, of a confidential nature, which tends to fanction 
the belief that, unlefs the power of the French Republic be 
{peedily and effectually cruthed in Europe, America will becorne 
the ally of France, and the enemy of Great Britain... The man 
whom the found part of the American community had been ac- 
cuttomed to confider as the guardian and protector of the national 
rights, and the national dignity, has deceived their hopes, and, by 
a itep alike unexpected and difgracefw, at onee forfeited his own 
character for confiftency, and paved the way for the degradation, if 
not the ruin, of the country. The Prefident, Mr. Avams, of 
whom we have frequently fpoken in terms of commendation, had 
repeatedly declared that notbing was to be hoped for from the juftice of 
France; and one of his Meffages contained a folemm afieveration, 
that be never would fend another Minifter to treat with France, till ar 
Soould have received ample affierances of bis being receivéd as the Minifter 
of a great, powerful, and independent nation! ‘The principle of 
thefe declarations was enforced in fabfequent® communications to 
the Houfe of Reprefentatives, and on ‘be 16th of February laft the 
Prefident 
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Prefident fent. that Houfe a copy of a letter from Lord Grenvrerte 
to Mr. Kina, proving the exiftence of a French decree for putting 
to death all Americans who thould be found on board fhips be- 
longing to the enemies of France; and he particularly requefted 
the Houfe to “remember that the arrét of the Executive Diree- 
tory, of the 2d of March, 1797, remains in force, the third article 
ef which fubjects, explicitly and exchifively, American feamen to be 
treated as pirates, if yr g on board jeips of the enemies of France.” 
And yet, on the 18th of February, after the imterval of a fingle 
day, without the imtervention of any one public circumittance to 
induce a change, of fentiment or of meafures, without the recep- 
tion of any one of thofe aflurances whic had been ftated as the 


fine qua rom of farther negociation, this fame Prefident pros 


pofed to fend another Minifter to treat with France, with that 
power who had paifed, and who had not even deigned to repeal, 
the fanguinary decree, of which he had_ fo loudly, and fo juftly, 
complained. The only pretext urged, as a motive to the adoption 
of this extraordinary meafure. was that Mr. Tarreyvraxp had 
written a private unofficial letter to Citizen Pichov, Sec etary to the 
French legation at the Hague, which had been privately and une 
efficially fhown to Mr. Murray the American refident at the Hague, 
containing the fame vague ailertions, and loofe profetlions, which 
had been repeated over and over again during the negociations at 
Paris, and which Mr. Talleyrand will, no doubt, difavow when- 
ever he may find it expedient fo to do. This communication, which 
the Prefident could not, with any regard to propriety, notice, in 
the opinion of Mr. Adams, afforded “ a@ plaujible arpearance of pra 
bability of preferving or ri sfloring tranquillity." —TYhis refembles the 
new invented crime of the I ench Republic, Soxupconn? d’‘tre fufpec? ! 
And, on fuch a fandy bafis, has he founded a proceeding which 
may involve nothing lefs than the fate of his country. 

‘Lhe firft perfon nominated by the Prefident to lick the feet of 
the regicide Direttory was Mr. Murray, before mentioned. The 
Senate, who are vefted with the right of confirming or rejeting 
the nomination of the Prefident, betrayed a marked ditguft at his 
condué, and an evident difpofition to exercife their power of 
regation. Buta fecond meflage, :ather more qualified, reconciled 
them to this difgraceful and ruinous meafure. Ottver Erswortn, 
Eiq. Chiet futtice of the United States, and Parrick Henry, Esq. 
late Governor of Virginia, were appointed, jointly with Mr, Mur- 
gay, “ Envoys Extraordinary and Minifters Plenipotentiary to the 
French Republic, with full powers to difcufs and fettle, by a treaty, 
ail controverfies between the United States and France.” But it 

‘as propofed that the two former fhould not embark for Europe, 
until they fhould have “received from the Executive Direétory 
dirett and unequivocal affurances, fignified by their Secretary of 
Forcign Relations, that they thall enjoy all the prerogatives attached 
to that character by the law of nations,” (which the Dire€tory have 
difavowed) “ and that a Minifter or Minifters of equal power thal] 
be appointed and coasmmiflioned to treat with them.” 
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fv a conduc fo unwerthy of his ftation, the Prefident has for- 
feited the friendfhip and eftecm of all his former adherents, 
Thote who have courage openly condemn him, while the pufillani- 
mous reprobate his weaknets in private. The conflict of parties is 
over, and the French faction is every where triumphant. Of courie 
the fafety of perfons, and the fecurity of property, will {peedily 
ceafe; and anarchy ere& her bloody banners on the mangled car4 
cafe of juftice. On the authenticity of our ftatements the public 
may repofe implicit reliance ; and we are particularly anxtous te 
imprefs thefe truths on the minds of the mercantile world, that 
they may be led to adopt thofe fimely precautions which circum- 
ftances teem to require. SuwaRRoW and Prince Cuarves can 
alone be the faviours of Arerica. If the Freneh Republic be not 
annihilated, the United States muft fall—the victim of Gallic fraud 
and Gallic alliance! 

aa 


As the public are generally interefted in the fate of luftrious 
perfonages, we fubjoin, for their gratification, the following com- 
iiunivation from an American correfpondent, at Philadelphia :— 


Anruony Pasavutn is at New York, tn a ftate of ftarvation, 

Merry is dead. He was preparing a work in defence of the 
Agrarian fyftem. 

Hamitton Rowan is at Wilmington Delaware, brewing and 
retailing {pruce beer, 

Eaton (alias Hog's Wath) is here in rags. 

Doctor Srock is here, in the capacity cf lawyer's clerk to the 
noted caitiff Dallas. 

Doctor Reynowops lately ftood trial for a riot.. A Jacobin jury, 
packed on purpofe, acquitted him. 

Citizen Ler, who formerly lived at the Tree of Lilerty, in Lon- 

don, now lives in New York gao). 

Paisstcey is kept to his own rocks, by bad roads and empty 
pockets. 

His son Jor is gone to England. 

Tue otner Son lives in a log hut at Northumberlgnd, a poor 
drunken defpifed wretch. 

Cooper, the Preacher of Emigration, lives at the fame place. 
His wite has demanded and obtained a divorce from him; 
his goods were feized by the Sheriff lafi autumn ; and he 
is in mile y. 

ee ee 
P.S. Since the fummary was written, we have received a feries 
of American papers, down to the 20th of April; but they contain 
mo public news of importance, nothing that tends to invalidate 
the accuracy of the preceding ftutement. Unfortunately, ox 
Private letters have not yet reached us. 
MAY 29, 1799. 
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TO CORRESPONDENTS. 





We have appropriated more than an ufual portion of aur numbér, this month, to 
the favours of our correfpondents. But thefe accumulate fo faft upon us, th:t we 
Rill continue much in arrears. It fhall be our care, however, to give the earliek 
poflible infertion to all their communications ; and we requedt them to accept this 
general acknowledgement. 


A letter has been tran{mitted to us from a gentleman of Dundee, fuggefting the 
propriety of a meafure which, he will find, we had already adopted. The intellie 
gonce communicated in that letter is’ highly flattering to us; and we fhall endea- 
vour to deferve the honourable diftinétion which we have obtained. Gentlemen 
refident in Scotland may henceforth be fupplied with the Anti- Jacotin Review, by 
application to Meffis. Berz and Braprurz, Edinbnrgh; or to Meiflrs Rep and 
Brrst, Glalgow. 


We are thankful for the caution of ‘* Anonymous,’ and fhall carefully attend to 
his admonitions. ; 


The obfervations of our worthy correfpondent, W. L. B. we fhall be glad to 
receive. 


We have received various. complaints, from different parts of the kingdom, but 
more particularly from the Weft of England, refpeéting the difficulty experienced 
in obtaining the Anti- Jacehin Review. By fome we are aflured that, though the 
Monthly, the Critical, and the Analytical Reviews are regularly received in due 
time, the Anti-Jacosin cannot be procured until a month after the day of pub- 
lication ; and one friend, on his application for the laft number, was told “ it 
was not to be had.” On this fubje€t we have only to obferve, that the difficultics 
are created folely by interefted or difaffe€ted tradefmen, fome of whofe names are 
in our poffeffion, and fhall, if they perfft in their fhameful and difhoneft condué, 
be publifhed to the world; that the Anti- Jacodin Review is regularly fupplied to 
the Book(fellers, in London, on the lalt day of every month; and that means have 
been taken to have it publifhed at an eardier period than any other Monthly pro- 
duétion, If the public fhould hercafter experience any difficulty in obtaining it, 
they are earneltly requefted to give immediate notice, with an explanation of the 
circumitances, to the Editor, by a letter addreffed to him, at the Anti-Jacovin 
Office, Peterborough Court, Fiect Stréet, London, 


ie — 
LITERARY INTELLIGENCE, 


The Rev. S. Henfhallhas nearly completed his “ firft part” of the Hiflory of 
South Britain, from Domefday. 


Mr. Gwitiim, the author of Bacon's Abridgement, and of an excellent Charge to 
the Grand Fury at Ely, is far advanced in a work on the very important qucitioa 


Of the Law of Tithes. 


Two volumes of Moral Reflections, from the pen of Mr. Redhead Yorke, written 
@ confinement, are printing at Dorchefter, 


A new edition of the Works of Dryden, with his Life, by Ms. Mazonz, isin @ 
Mate of forwardnels, 








